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Circular to Gas Compantes. 
/Wrrnovr any intention of reviving the consideration of the 
‘question whether the late dividends declared by the Great 
| Central Gas Consumers’ Company have been legitimately 
earned, or have been paid out of capital, it is our duty to place 
before the public some of the facts disclosed by the balance sheet 
submitted to the shareholders of that company at their annual 
| meeting, held on the 28th ult., which have the more importance, 
in consequence of its being the first of the series of these docu- 
| ments embracing the operations of neither more nor less than 
jan entire year; and more especially from its affording us the 
'| means of testing the accuracy of the calculations submitted to 
‘Parliament by the promoters of this company when soliciting 
| its act of incorporation. On the 13tii of May, 1850, Mr. 
‘Croll produced an estimate of the capital required for erecting 
gas works for the sale of 266,666,667 cubic feet of gas to the 
citizens of London, the details of which will be found at p. 23 bs 
|| volume i., of this Journat. The company has, during the 
‘year 1852, supplied its customers with 264,447,000 cubic feet 
of gas, or within less than one per cent. of the quantity upon 
which the estimate of 1850 was based; so that, for all prac- 
‘tical purposes, the estimate of that year may be compared with 
the experience of 1853 :— 
| The estimated cost of land, buildings, manufacturing 
plant, mains, meters, service pipes, and contingen- 
cies was 


| The actual expenditure on these items, as disclosed 
by the balance sheet, is ; -»- 197,634 


£112,033 


Excess of expenditure over estimate.....£ 85,601 
or 76,5, per cent. above the estimate. 
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The estimate for preliminary expenses was 


ae WO GONE Ds so in'oss + 0.050 e oe 20,602 | 


eS 
£ 4,602 | 
£8000 was allowed in the estimate for ‘ floating capital,”’ | 
but the balance sheet shows the concern to be carried on with- l 
out any trading capital whatever except about £6800, which 
(from the charge of £340 for interest, over and above the | 
debenture interest) appears to have been illegally borrowed. | 
Indeed, the sum actually expended upon the works and in | 
preliminary expenses, excluding £2910. 17s. 4d., the esti- || 
mated value of the pipes, branches, and tubing in stock, now | 
exceeds by £2237. 2s. Sd. the total share and debenture || 
capital of the company, {| 
Without any visible increase in the works, we find the sum | 
of £5472. 4s. 9d. added, during the last year, to the invested 


capital account, viz.:— 


Excess of expenditure over estimate 


Land, works, plant, service pipes, and meters.. £4957 19 8 
Preliminary expenses (in the third year of its 

operations) iehens eee pe S- 
Works in progress..... 


314.15 1 


£5472 14 9 | 

This, and an addition of £404. 4s. 10d. to the stock of pipes, 
branches, and tubing, have not been paid for, but have been | 
temporarily provided for by increasing the debt due to creditors || 
on bills payable and current account, from £14,264. 9s. 2d., | 
at which it stood on Dec. 24, 1852, to £20,590. 6s., the | 
amount entered under this head in the balance sheet of Dec. 24, || 
1853. From these figures it is quite evident that at least | 
£10,000 of the reserved shares ought to have been issued, to i 
place the finances of the company on a respectable footing. | 
The cash in hand on the general account was £3705. Is., || 
of which £1588. 17s. would be absorbed in the payment of || 
interest due on debentures, leaving only £2116. 3s. available | 


towards the dividend of £5625 declared at the meeting, to 


pay which, on May 15, the profits accruing since Dec. 24 must | 
be encroached upon. | 
Whether 1s. 9d. per 1000 feet of gas sold is a remunerating } 
price to the contractor, at current prices for materials and | 
labour, is a question not yet solved; but, even admitting it | 
is so, the following table proves that the prospect held out by | 

the chairman twelve months ago, when the dividend was re- 
duced from 10 to 7} per cent., was one of the numerous | 
ii7onsiderate promises with which that veracious personage is | 
wont to ‘elude his constituents. He then “had not the | 
slightest doubt ***t. from the progressive increase of the past || 
v should, even w,*"out any extraordiary exertions, || 


be in a position 2t the next half-year... ™¢¢ting not only to, 
ha ake “1 ner cent, || 


pay a dividend of 10 per cent., but to pick up the ., ,- u 
which for the present half-year they had omitted to pay;” 
and so they might, had they been abie to palm off upon the | 
public a gas like that suggested by two of the directors of the | 
Sheffield Consumers’ Company to a brother director, as re- | 
corded in another column—* 4 GAS THAT WILL Go THROUGH | 
THE METERS, AND WILL REGISTER ”’—a 9} or 10 candle gas __ 
as supplied in 1851 when the rental was stated to be £53,000; | 
but, failing this, the following figures will demonstrate the 
hopelessness of the case, so long as 4s. remains the selling | 


quarter, in? 


price :— 
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A considerable portion of this deficiency arises from the aver- 
“age price of the gas sold during the year having been a fraction 
less than 3s. 7d. per 1000 feet, instead of the whole realising 4s., 
as relied upon in the estimate. ‘The public lamps yield 2s. 6d. 


indicates a sale of about 195 million feet at 4s., and of. the 
_ balance at 2s. 6d.; so that, to an excess of upwards of 75 per 


is added a falling off of 10 per cent. in the amount received for 
each 1000 feet of gas sold. We leave these facts and figures 
to the appreciation of such of our readers as are competent to 
deal with them, without further comment. 


detailing some of his recent experiments on the manufacture 
of hydro-carbon gas from Boghead cannel; and, from the 


that illuminating gas of excellent quality may be manufactured 
‘upon this system, but at what cost is a question which Dr. 
Frankland very properly leaves to be settled by gas engineers. 
| If, however, the fact that there is a gain by this process of 
| upwards of 80 per cent. in the value of the illuminating matter 
| from a given quantity of coal distilled, is confirmed by workings 
on the large scale, there is no question but that in localities 
| where the charges of transporting coal are considerable, the 
‘system might be advantageously introduced, as any mechanical 
difficulties in the way of procuring uniformity in the quality of 


come. 
of cost, we have accepted an offer obligingly made to us by 
the Hydro-Carbon Gas Company, to place at our disposal an 
apparatus, in which a series of careful experiments, on an ex- 
tensive and practical scale, can be conducted, so as to give 
confidence in the results obtained. 

| Parliament has again, in the case of the Hull Improvement 
Bill, reaffirmed the principle upon which it has for some time 
| past acted, of refusing to authorise bodies of commissioners to 
| become traders in gas wherever there is a company already in 
‘existence, legally empowered to supply gas, fairly discharging 
lits obligations to the public, and unwilling to sell its works. 
1 Wherever such powers have been granted of late years, it has 
‘been made under an arrangement with the owners of the gas 
| weeks for their sale on satisfactory conditions. 

| We have determined, in consequence of representations 
that the interests of several of the most extensive coalowners 
'in the counties of Northumberland and Durham, engaged in the 
supply of provincial and foreign gas works, were thereby pre- 
judiced, to abandon the publication of the monthly account of 
| gas coal imported into London. We shall, however, be at all 


per 1000 feet gross, including the lighting, cleaning, and re- | 
pairing, or ls. 11d. net, deducting these expenses. The rental | 


cent. of capital expended in works, &c., over the estimates, | 


Dr. Frankland has favoured us with an interesting paper, | 


extreme care taken to ensure accuracy, they go far to prove | 


‘the gas are, in our opinion, capable of being effectively over- | 
With the view, therefore, of determining the question | 
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EstimaTE oF 1850, Bauance SnHest or 1853, | 

On a Sale of 266,666,667 feet of Gas. | On a Sale of 264,447,000 feet of Gas. | 

Dr. ea d. 2 s. d.| Dr. £ s. d. £ ad 

To cost of gas purchased..........22,240 15 10 | To cost of gas purchased ........ 23,139 2 3 i! 

To collection and bad debts........ 1,600 0 0 | To directors, chemical referees, of- 

To rates and taxes............+2-. 1,600 0 0 | ficial auditurs, corporation in- 
To law expenses............ eoeeee 200 0 O spector, meter testing, solicitor’s 

To stationery and incidental expenses 750 0 0 charges, trade charges, stationery | 

To directors .........2.0+. a areal 1,000 0 O and advertisements, wages, rates | 

To engineers, secretary, clerks, and ‘ | and taxes, and bad debts ...... 7,690 6 3 it 

IMSpectOTS ......seeeeeeeeeeees 1,600 0 O | a 

—_—__-_—_—— | 30,829 8 6 | 

28,990 15 10 To maintenance of works and wear i} 

To maintenance of works (1 per cent. tear of meters, not carried to ac- i} 

TE GREEN sindisccevavcs aeabioe -- 1,360 6 9 count in the balance sheet, but 

To wear and tear of meters (73 per taken at the estimate .......... 2,015 0 6 | 

cent. on the value)............ -» 75413 9 ——-— 

To total cost of production and dis- i 

To total cost of production and dis- WIDGGBH f0)o bce ecccsccccses 32,844 9 O 

tribution........ iste Pictotite he oes. 31,105 16 4 | To 10 per cent. dividend on the i 

To 10 per cent. dividend on a capital capital actually expended, viz., II 

of £136,033. 158. ......eeeeeeee 13,603 6 9 £218,237. 28. 8d.........e00e+- 21,823 14 3 i! 

i i el cereal a | 

£44,709 3 1 £54,668 3 3 

Cr. Cr. 

By sale of 266,666,667 feet of gas, By sale of 264,447,000 feet of gas............ -- 47,606 2 4) 

at 4s. per 1000 feet .......eeeeeeeeeee sie seine 53,333 6 8 | Being a deficiency of ...... ERENCE pee eA 7,062 0 1h) 
Being a surplus profit sufficient to | And requiring an advance of 
allow the company to sell gas at | 64d. per 1000 feet to pay 10 per 
3s. 4d}. per 1000 feet.......... 8,624 3 7 cent. dividend on the capital 

expended. 
£53,333 6 8 £53,333 6 8 | £54,668 3 3 £54,668 3 3, | 


' company requiring it. Gas coals are quoted at 17s. to 18s. 
per ton on the London Coal Exchange, but contracts for the | 
year cannot be placed at less than 19s. 


Conununicated Articles. 

ON HYDRO.CARBON GAS FROM BOGHEAD CANNEL. 
By E. Franxvanp, Esa., Ph. D., F.R.S., 

Professor of Chemistry, Owen’s College, Manchester. 

In the summer and autumn of 1851, I made an extensive series. 
of experiments on the manufacture of Hydro-carbon Gas from: | 
Cannel Coals, in which the results obtained by White’s process | 
were compared with those yielded by the usual method of gas 
making. A report of these trials appeared about that time in the: 
JourNAL oF Gas LicutinG. The experiments were made on 
a manufacturing scale, the cannels being worked in 1 ewt. charges, 
in diaphragm retorts of the D shape, 6 feet long, 1 foot 6 inches | 
high, and 1 foot wide. The condensing and purifying apparatus | 
was of the ordinary description, and the gas was passed through a 
station-meter immediately previous to its entrance into the holder, ' 

and at a temperature rather below than above that of the atmosphere. 
| Instead of receiving the whole of the gas in a large holder, and | 
| then experimenting upon the total quantity, I preferred, for certain 
| reasons connected with the apparatus then at my disposal, to receive || 
| a portion only of the gas in a smaller holder, which was placed 
close to the meter, and received its supply through a very short, 
3-inch pipe from the main entering the meter. ‘This smal] holder | 
was capable of containing 80 cubic feet, and the flow of gas into | 
it was continuous throughout the whole process, and aceurately 
regulated by a graduated stopcock, so as to allow the admission | 
of a certain per centage throughout the entire working ; for in- 
stance, if a 10 per cent. simple was being taken, 10° feet entered 
this holder during the time that 90 feet passed through the large 
meter. I had previously satisfied myself that, by attending to cer- 
tain precautions mentioned below, this method furnished a perfectly 
fair sample of the total gas produced. 

My results proved, in favour of the hydro-carbon process, a gain 
of from 45°3 to 290°6 per cent. in quantity of gas, and from 11°2 
to 108°6 per cent. in total illuminating power, according to the 
quality of cannel used. ‘Ihis gain in the total quantity of light 
yielded by a given weight of cannel, was also very remarkably 
corroborated by the analytical estimation of the value of the illum 
nating hydro-carbons in each gas, as is seen from the following 
summary :— 






































\times ready to afford this information privately to any gas 








"| Boghead. | Lesma- . | Wigan, \Balear-| Ramsay's: 
Ist Exp. |2nd Exp! hagow. Methil. !tneehall| ras. | Canvel. 
Per-centage gain in | ng | 
illuminating power " 22 | i v o- 2 
| by hydro-carbon 88,4 824 828 1086 33-9 | 424) 11 
PROCESS -.ccceceee { | | 
Per-centage gain in j } 
hydro-carbons ex- | i | } } 
pressed in their 83°9 ; 851 | 1092 340 3 || 
equivalents of ole- | i 
es sian >eks | | 
Per-centage gain in ~ P 8. 176 - + 8 
caantity cf geen g| 1882 | 2906 | 178 | 172 | 479 | 485) 45 | 
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Subsequently, Dr. Fyfe also made an extended series of experi- 
‘ments on the same subject, confining his attention, however, to 
‘the Boghead cannel, which, he justly remarks, is best fitted for 
'testing the value of the hydro-carbon process. His results, which 
‘were printed in the JournaAL or Gas Licurine for July, 1852, 

differ most widely from my own, exhibiting invariably a loss of 

‘light—sometimes small, at other times enormously great—by the 
application of the hydro-carbon process. 

‘Dr. Fyfe’s experiments were conducted upon a very small scale, 
small D-shaped retorts, 2 feet 6 inches long and 9 inches wide, 
being used, whilst the largest charge of cannel was 7 lb., and even 
still less quantities were frequentiy employed. They further 
differed from my trials in the whole of the gas being simultaneously 
received in two holders, so that the subsequent experiments upon 
|it were conducted upon the total quantity of gas produced, whilst 
lin my trials a per centage only of the gas was received and sub- 
'mitted to experiment. ‘To this latter circumstance mainly, Dr. Fyfe 
‘ascribes the discrepancy in our results, 

For some months after the publication of Dr. Fyfe’s trials, I was 

‘residing on the Continent, and, for a long period after my return, 

the want of a suitable apparatus, and the little time at my disposal 

‘for such matters, prevented me repeating my experiments upon 

|Boghead cannel, in order to determine the accuracy or fallacy of 

my former conclusions, 

The appearance of another article, however, on the same subject, 
‘by Dr. Fyfe, in the Journau or Gas LicutinG for March 
|| last, confirmatory of his previous results, determined me at once to 
||jnstitute new experiments, with an apparatus in which I could 
|| operate upon the total quantity of gas produced, 

The apparatus which I employed consisted of a cannel retort of 

|' the same size as that used in my former experiments, surrounded 

|| by four water retorts, each of the same length as the cannel retort, 

and 9 inches in diameter, furnished with a diaphragm in the usual 
manner. ‘Che gas passed from the retorts through the hydraulic, 
|| tubular condenser, and small wet and dry lime purifiers, to a station- 
| meter, and thence to the holder where the whole quantity produced 
| in each case was received. 

|| Although I consider two hours amply sufficient for the complete 
intermixture and diffusion of the gases in such a holder, yet an 
|| interval of twenty-four hours was in each caseallowed to elapse, before 

|| the gas was submitted to the photometrical experiments. In thus 

using a large holder, it is indispensable that the gas fur the illumi- 
||nating room should be drawn directly from the holder itself, and 
||not from the large outlet-pipe, the unknown contents of which 
| would, in many cases, supply a burner for several hours. ‘This was 
| effected by attaching a flexible tube to an aperture in the crown of 
||the holder, and then conducting the gas to the illuminating room 
|| by a 34-inch iron pipe. In this manner a fair sample of the gas in 

‘the holder was secured. In all the experiments the modification 

,of Bunsen’s photometer, by Messrs. Church and Mann, was em- 

| ployed. The gas was consumed in fishtail and Winfield burners, 
and in every instance the determination was made when the gas 

| appeared to be burning to the best advantage. The numbers ob- 
tained were, as usual, corrected to the 120-grain candle standard. 

‘| Having previously ascertained that Boghead cannel, when dis- 
‘tilled alone, yields considerably higher results in small quantities, 
and being desirous of placing the cannel in the best possible posi- 

| tion for a comparison, I used only 4 cwt. for each experiment, in 
place of 1 cwt.,as employed in my previous trials. In making 

\the hydro-carbon Boghead gas, the evolution of water gas was so 
| managed, that the mixture of gases generated throughout the entire 
|, working was maintained at a nearly uniform illuminating power. 
To do this, the generation of water gas must at first be very 
_rapid, and should nearly cease at the end of the second hour. The 
| heat was a good bright red, and in the trial with Boghead alone, it 
| was slightly higher than in that with Boghead and water gas. 
|| The following results were obtained :— 


}} 
| I. BoGHEAD witTHouT WATER Gas, 


I! Cannel used .... 56]b. 

i Gas produced.... 364 cubic feet 
Time occupied .. 2h, 45m. 
Gas per ton...... 14,560 cubic feet 


i Illuminating Power of Gas. 








| 
1 
} 





3 cubic ft. per hour, ; 4 cubic ft. per hour, | 5 cubic ft. per hour, 


|! 2eubic ft. per hour, 1 
| Fishtail No.2. | Fishtail No.3. | Winfield’s Burner. 


Fishtail No. 1. 








14°7 candles | 25°5 candles | 36°4 candles | 48°9 candles 





| 


1 


Illuminating Power of One Cubic Foot of Gas. 

7°35 candles | 8*5 candles | 9*l candles | 9°78 candles 
|; Illuminating power of total gas, when burnt at the rate of 3 cubic 
| feet per hour = 309°4 sperm candles.* 
| II. BoGHEeap with WaTER Gas. 
Cannel used .... 56]b. 
| Gas produced.... 904 cubic feet 
| Time occupied ., 2h. 45m. 
Gas per ton...... 36,160 cubic feet 





. * Each sperm candle burning 10 hours, at the rate of 120 grains per 
our. 





Illuminating Power of Gas. 








2 cubic ft. per hour, | 3cubic ft. per hour, | dcubic ft. perhour, 6 cubic ft. per hour, 
Fishtail No. 1. Fishtail No, 2. Fishtail No.3. Winfield’s Burner. 





1l‘l candles | 


Illuminating Power of One Cubic Fuot of Gas. 
5°55 candles | 6°33 candles | 6°72 candles | 8° candles 


Illuminating power of total gas when burnt at the rate of 3 feet}, 
per hour = 572°5 candles. Hence, 


19 candles 26°9 candles 48°1 candles 


Per ton. Per cent. 
Gain in illuminating power by employment of water gas = 10 574 candles.... 85°0 
Gain in quantity of gas...... ee vcccce coccce veee cece co == 91,000 cubic feet... 1759 
These results, therefore, most satisfactorily confirm those ob-|| 
tained in my former experiments, viz. :-— 





d Per Cent. 
Ist Exper | 2nd Exp. 





Per Ton. 
Ist Exper. | 2nd Exper. 








Gain in illuminating power by) | P . 
cimploymnent of warer gas. | \@:028candles | 9,348candles| 884 82-4 
Gain in quantity of gas........ | 24,920 cub. ft. | 38 48u cub. ft. 1882 | 290°6 








Thus showing that experiments, in which a certain per centage only, 
of the total gas generated, is operated upon, are worthy of full 
reliance if conducted with the necessary precautions; but, in order 
that the results may be received with the same confidence, I admit 
that this method requires more faith in the manipulatury skill of 
the operator, for, as Dr. Fyfe has shown, it is easy to commit very 
serious errors if the necessary precautions be not attended to. The 
essentials to accuracy are, first, that the tube supplying the small | 
holder from the main should be as short and_narrow as practicable; | 
secondly, the gas should be admitted into the small holder con- 
tinuously throughout the entire working, and not in isolated 
portions at stated periods; and, thirdly, the sample thus taken 
should not bear too small a proportion to the total quantity of gas 
generated. In my experiments, all these conditions were secured ; | 
but in the trial quoted by Dr. Fyfe, in which the sample collected }; 
in the small holder was 33 per cent. worse than it ought to have |; 
been, they were disregarded. In Dr. Fyfe’s experiments the capacity | 
of the inlet-pipe was 132 cubic inches, the gas was received in| 
isolated portions at stated periods, and the sample thus collected | 
bore a relation to the total gasof only 1: 500. In my experiments 
the contents of the inlet-pipe were only 83 cubic inches ; the sample 
was collected cantinuously, and in the three experiments on Bog- 
head cannel, it bore the following relation to the total gas :— 











Pat TR PMORE S555 eee cc cc ce 1: 83 
2nd os Bb sé OF dcedoen oe - 1:23 
3rd fas eraitin sabe re 1 : 32°3 


These considerations, I think, clearly point to the causes of the 
discrepancy observed by Dr. Fyfe in his small per centage sample; 
and as the results of my second series of experiments, made with 
all the precautions which Dr. Fyfe considers necessary to accuracy, 
coincide closely, as seen above, with those I have already pub- 
lished—the actual gain of light per ton (10,524 sperm candles) 
being somewhat greater than the mean of the first’ series (9688), 
and the per centage gain (85) almost identical with the mean of my 
previous trials (§5°4)—it now only remains for me to show the 
cause of the discordance between Dr. fyfe’s experiments and my 
own—the one assigned by Dr. Fyfe, viz., the use of a per centage |} 
sample, being now completely disproved. ° 

In pointing out what I conceive to be the true causes of this dis- 
cordance, I shall confine my attention principally to Dr, Fyfe’s last 
experiments, in which he used retorts of the customary size, because 
Iam convinced that no results obtained with such a sinall apparatus, 
and such minute charges of cannel as those used in his first experi- 
ments, can be relied upon for comparison with experiments on a 
manufacturing scale. I feel also less reluctance in leaving these 
experiments out of consideration, since Dr. Fyfe himself admits, to 
a certain extent, that they were made upon too small a scale to be 
depended upon. For the hydro-carbon process especially, retorts 
of such small longitudinal dimensions are peculiarly unfitted, be- 
cause the amount of carbonic acid generated in the water retort, is 
greatly augmented by diminishing the length of charcoal surface 
over which the water gas has to travel, and, for the same reason, a 
great excess of steam is also very liable to pass into the coal retort, 
thus damaging the luminiferous constituents there generated. In 
addition to this cause of error, the experiments in question must 
have been much vitiated, by the rapid carbonisation of the very 
small quantity of cannel used, nearly the whole of the gas from 
which would certainly be expelled in 30 minutes—a length of time 
far too short for the generation of the requisite quantity of water yas 
from one small retort, 

In his last experiments, the details of which appear in the 
JourNnat oF Gas Licurtine for March last, Dr. Fyfe used two 
retorts of a large size, one containing the charcoal or coke by which 
the water was decomposed, and the other the coal, of which 2 cwt. 
were used in each charge. Two charges were worked off, both with 
water gas, and the gaseous products received in a large holder. 
The average of these trials was 27,000 cubic feet per ton, yielding 
light equal to 2830°15 Ib. of sperm. Dr. Fyfe then compares this 











result with that which he obtained by working the 7 lb. charges 
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above alluded to, and thus shows a loss of 13 per cent. by the 
hydro-carbon process. 

| The two principal points, in which the conclusions drawn by 
| Dr. Fyfe from these results differ from my own, are first, his high 
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1] 
|| estimate of the powers of the Boghead cannel distilled alone; and 
' secondly, the comparatively low results which he obtained by the 
i collateral use of water gas. The first of these points arises, as just 
|| mentioned, from reliance being placed upon certain results obtained 
||in small retorts with 7 lb. charges of cannel, which results differ 
|| most widely from those of all other experimenters, as also from the’ 
|| previously published report of Dr. Fyfe himself. 
i| To determine the influence of small charges in increasing the 
|| yield and the illuminating power of the gas from Boghead cannel, 
|| I carbonised 2°5 oz. of the same sample as that used in my last 
|| experiments, in a hard glass tube; it gave 1°08 cubic feet of gas, 
||5 feet per hour of which yielded a light equal to 64°5 candles. 
|| These numbers are equivalent to 15,482 cubic feet per ton, or 
|| 3423°7 1b. of sperm per ton: a result which even exceeds that of 
_ Dr. Fyfe, and shows how little dependence can be placed in experi- 
| ments upon small quantities of this cannel. 
i It is therefore greatly to be regretted that Dr. Fyfe did not, at 
the time of making his last experiment at Leith, try a corresponding 
_ one with Boghead cannel alone in the same apparatus, instead of 
| continuing to quote the results of his former trials on the small 
scale which he admits to be unworthy of full confidence. Had he 
|; done so, I feel assured that he would have removed one cause of 
| discrepancy from our results, viz., his estimate of the value of Bog- 
| head cannel when distilled alone, which, as I shall now prove, is 
| far too high. 
,| Iam indebted to Mr. A. Wright and Mr. T.G. Barlow, of London, 
'' and to Mr. A. King, of Liverpool, for some very important informa- 
| tion on this subject, the first gentleman having tested the value of 
| the Boghead cannel during several weeks’ working on a very large 
| scale, and the two latter having made a very extensive series of most 
|, careful experiments upon a small scale. In Mr. Wright’s experi- 
‘| ments, 3 parts of Newcastle coal (Dean’s Primrose) and 1 part of 
‘| Boghead cannel were distilled in separate retorts, yielding 9500 
| cubic feet per ton; the mixed gases were burnt in a No. 2 fishtail 
|| burner, 2°5 feet per hour giving light equal to 13 candles. From 
|! this result of the mixed gases, the value of the Boghead was calcu- 
lated to be 5°44 times that of an equal weight of the Newcastle coal; 
| and therefore, taking the well-known value of Newcastle coal at 
9000 feet per ton, 5 feet per hour = 13 candles, it follows that a 
flame of Boghead gas burning 5 feet per hour would give a light 
equal to 57°9 candles, at which rate of consumption the total gas 
from one ton of Boghead would be equal to 2182°1 lb. of sperm. 
Mr. King’s result is the average of 11 experiments, each made upon 
‘the one-thousandth of a ton; the gas was consumed by a No. 1 
fishtail burner at rates of consumption varying from 1°38 to 2°04 
'| feet per hour. The value assigned by Mr. Barlow to Boghead is 
_the average of three experiments, which were also made upon the 
|| one-thousandth of a ton of cannel, the gas having been burnt at 
| the rate of from 1°44 to 1°92 feet per hour. If, in the experiments 
|| of Mr. King and Mr. Barlow, the gases had been burnt at higher rates 
|; of consumption, there is no doubt that the equivalent of sperm per 
|{ton would have been somewhat higher. In addition to this valuable 
|| evidence from gentlemen so intimately acquainted with the subject, 
|! we have also the statement of the owners of the cannel, contained 
in their advertisement which appears monthly in the columns of 
_ the Journat or Gas Licurine. I consider this statement as 
valuable evidence on one side of the question, inasmuch as it is not 
| usual for merchants to underrate the value of the commodities they 
have to sell. These estimates, along with that contained in Dr. 
Fyfe’s printed report to the owners of the coal, dated Aberdeen, 
os 12, 1850, I now compare with my own results in the following 
table :— 
Estimates of the Value of Boghead Cannel. 


| Cubic feet of | Gas from 1 ton 
| Gas per ton.| = lb. Sperm, 


11,000 | 2182°1 lb. 
13,344 | 2057°0 ,, 
13,549 | 1993°6 ,, 
‘ 14,800 | 2283°2 ,, 
| Advertisement of Proprietors of Boghead Cannel, 13,500 | 1967°1 ,, 
| Dr. Frankland, ist Experiment | 13,240 | 2387°7 ,, 
|, Dr. Frankland, 2nd Experiment 14,560 | 2441°l ,, 
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|| These estimates are by no means selected; they include all the 
|, experiments upon this cannel with which I am acquainted, except 
| the subsequent ones of Dr. Fyfe, to which I have already alluded. 
|It will be seen from this statement, that my own results are con- 
| siderably higher than those of any other experimenter. This I 
|| ascribe to the use of a diaphragm retort; and I believe that it is 
||impossible to obtain numbers so high as mine, in retorts of the 
'|ordinary construction. The relation of these numbers to those em- 
|| Ployed by Dr. Fyfe for comparison with his experiments on the 
: hydro-carbon process, viz. :— 

|| 

1] Gas per ton, = lb. Sperm. - 

|; Dr. Fyfe’s results with 7 lb. charges.... 16,093 .... 3253°5 lb. 

| must, I think, convince every candid mind that Dr. Fyfe’s results 


Cubic feet of Gas from 1 ton 


are far too high, and cannot fairly be quoted for comparison with || 
any experiments on the hydro-carbon process. | 

Having thus obtained a basis of experimental results for com- 
parison with those yielded by the same cannel when treated accord- | 
ing to the hydro-carbon process, I now proceed to show the gain in | 
illuminating power which that process exhibits, when the experi- | 
ments upon it by Dr. Fyfe and myself are compared with these 
several results; for Dr. Fyfe rightly contends that it is to this test, | 
and not to tha® of gain in quantity of gas only, that the hydro- | 
carbon process must be submitted. 

The comparisons which I formerly published, as well as the one 
at the commencement of this article, were founded upon equal con- | 
sumptions of the respective gases; but Dr. Fyfe prefers to burn 
each gas to the best advantage, with a given burner (generally a | 
Winfield), at high rates of consumption, and then to calculate the | 
value of each cubic foot. By this method the comparison may be | 
said to be nearly that of equal lights, instead of equal consumpts, I | 
quite agree with Dr. Fyfe on this point, and think that the basis of 
comparison, especially in gases differing much in richness, ought | 
to be that of equal lights, and not of equal consumpts. By adopting | 
this plan in the following comparisons, I have been, compelled, in 
the case of my second experiment, to calculate the hourly con. | 
sumption of a flame giving a light equal to about fifty candles, as I 
made no experiment beyond twenty candles. 1 estimate that a con- | 
sumption of ten feet per hour in a Winfield’s burner would be equal | 
to the light of 50°6 candles of 120 grains per hour. As this cal- 
culated result is, however, open to criticism, I do not insist upon | 
the absolute correctness of the gain exhibited by my second | 
experiment, although I believe it to be very near the truth. | 

| 


Per-centage Gain in Illuminating Power by the Hydro-Carbon 
Process as applied to Boghead Cannel. 





| Comparison with Results obtained with Boghead Caunel 
alone by 
Proprie-)| Dr. | Dr. 
tors of |Frankland/Frankland 
Boghead ist Exper. 2nd Exp. 
1 


| | | 
: '. P.cent| P.cent|P.cent|P.cent.| P. cent.| Per cent. | Per cent. 
Dr. Fyfe, Experiment:) 69.— | 4. 4 “63 » 4 -¥ 

at Leith Gas Works! 297 | 42 240] 37 43°9 185 159 
Dr.Frankland, lstExp! 89°6 | 1103 | 733 | 
| 128°] 87-9 | 
| 
' 


Name of Experimenter, 
on Hydro-Carbon Mr. Mr.| Dr Mr. 
Process. Wright. King.| Fyfe. | Barlow 

i 





5 | 81-2 | 103-1 
0| 965} 1181 
2 | 117-6 | 1415 


107° 
Dr. Frankland, 2nd Ex) 105°6 | 125" : 
Dr. Frankland, 3rd Ex.) 127-7 | 149° 1681 | 1036 


1526 | 








These numbers prove, in the most incontestable manner, that 
there is invariably a very large gain by the employment of the 
hydro-carbon process, varying with the amount of water gas used, 
and with the value at which the gas from Boghead alone is esti- 
mated. This gain is even apparent from Dr. Fyfe’s own experi- 
ments, although its smallness, in comparison with that exhibited 
by my own trials, must strike every observer of the above table. 
The cause of this is, however, made clearly apparent when we ex- 
amine into the mode in which Dr. Fyfe conducted his hydro-carbon 
experiments. 

In my report on the manufacture of hydro-carbon gas (page 7), I 
stated that one water retort is incapable of generating more than 
one-half the amount of water gas requisite for 1 cwt. of Boghead 
cannel; and yet, notwithstanding this caution, Dr. Fyfe carbonised 
2 ewt. of cannel with only one water retort ;* the water gas power 
was, therefore, only one-fourth of what it ought to have been, and, 
as might naturally be expected, the gain was also only one-fourth 
of that which a properly conducted experiment would yield. 

I refrain from following Dr. Fyfe into his estimates of the com- 
parative expense of the two processes, confidently leaving this 
branch of the subject in the hands of gas engineers, who are so 
much more competent to deal with it than professional chemists. 
I think I have succeeded in proving that there is a high gain in the 
total illuminating power obtainable from a given weight of Boghead 
cannel by the employment of tie hydro-carbon process, and that 
my former estimate of that gain, at from 80 to 90 per cent., was by 
no means too high. Since the publication of my first report on 
hydro-carbon cannel gas, I have had abundant opportunities of 
witnessing the working of the process, and, although I admit that 
it is more liable to suffer from the carelessness of workmen than 
the old process, yet my confidence in its merits and in its ultimate 
extensive adoption by gas engineers, continues in every respect 
unshaken. 

Owen’s College, Manchester, May 1, 1854. 


Correspondence. 
DEODORISATION OF FOUL LIME. 


Str,—I have just read the remarks in your Journa of the) 
10th instant, on a patent lately taken out by Mr. Mann, of the City | 
Gas Company, for deodorising foul lime, and stating that part of | 
the said patent. is an application of oxide of iron, as patented by | 
Mr. Croll. I beg to say that this statement is not correct, and that | 
it would be my patent, and not Mr. Croll’s, that would be applied, 





* I am informed that, although the apparatus at Leith was constructed 
in some respects with the sanction of the Hydro-carbon Gas Company, | 
yet it was not calculated to exhibit the full benefit to be derived from the | 
use of water gas, inasmuch as it was intended only for the production of 





gas of very high illuminating power. | 
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| and that by Mr. Croll’s patent oxide of iron could not purify gas in 
an available manner. Although the proof would be out of place 
jn this communication, yet I am quite prepared to substantiate it, 
should it be necessary, and to prevent any one using oxide of iron 
for purifying gas without my license, or that of my licensees, as it 
‘could not be done without infringing my patent. With regard to 
the remarks that it has been questioned whether or not metallic 
oxides interfere with the illuminating power of gas, I would observe 
that I have had hydrated oxides of iron tried in the most careful 
manner by competent gas engineers, and that it has been ascer- 
tained that, if properly managed, they do not interfere with the illu- 
minating power of gas. ‘ 

I shall be obliged by your inserting this letter in your next 
number, as I think the statement in your last is calculated to do 
me injury. 

Chemical Works, Deptford, April 18,1854. F- ©: Hiwus. 


| THE LIVERPOOL SUNBURNER. 

S1r,—Too much praise cannot be awarded to Mr. Edwards, the 
assistant engineer to the Liverpool Gas Company, for his exertions 
in bringing the Sunburner into general use for lighting and venti- 
lating buildings. 

While appreciating the merits of this invention, I beg to suggest 
that the publication of the whole paper, read at the Royal Institu- 
tion, would be a valuable present to the public. The report in your 
last JouRNAL states that “ the gas being consumed in the heated 
atmosphere of the sunburner with its red-hot cone, a fishtail, which 
there consumes 1°4 feet per hour, will consume, when burning in 
the ordinary way, 3 feet, or upwards of 100 per cent. more per 
hour, and does not give so much light. This, at first sight, may 
appear strange; but if it is borne in mind that we derive light from 

| gas, not by its burning as gas, but from the combustion of the solid 
| particles of carbon in the flame at an elevated temperature, and 
| the higher the temperature, the greater the amount of light for the 
| gas consumed,” &c. 
| Now, sir, according to this statement, the gas expands to more 
than double its volume, consequently, a fishtail in a sunburner, 
consumes less than half the quantity of carbon it gives out in the 
ordinary way. ‘The general opinion is, that the more carbon the gas 
| contains, the greater its illuminating power. How this theory can 
be reconciled to the above statement, I am at a loss to understand. 
However, I am led to believe that the original document will clear 


| up this, and other mysteries in the said report. 
Pp p y : i ; 
Wa. Epwin WILLIAMS. 





































Cardiff, April 28, 1854. 


MARKET DEEPING GAS WORKS. 


S1r,—I am desirous of correcting a paragraph which appeared 
in your last number of the JourRNAL, relative to the gas works at 
Market Deeping. It is there stated that I have contracted to erect 
| the works for £1260. ‘This is incorrect; and I shall be glad if you 
| will correct it in your next, by stating that the total cost, with 
| mains, will be about £1800; and I think it is only right that the 
name of the engineer—Mr. Church, of Chelmsford—should be 


| mentioned. “ ; 
Peterborough, May 4, 1854. G. E. Peters. 


















THE LATE ACCIDENT AT GILLINGHAM. 
Sir,—J. H. J.’s figures prove that his “ doubt” is untenable. 
He says there were three thousand cuhic feet of gas MADE when 
the tank had nine feet of water in it. If such were the case, it is 
“ reasonable,”’ therefore, to suppose that, when they BEGAN gas- 
making, the water might be rwo feet off the top—instead of one, 
as I assumed in my previous letter. Leaving this, however, out of 
the question, one foot in depth of atmospheric air, in a gasholder 
30 x 10 feet, would give 700 cubic feet; the crown would probably 
rise 12 inches, giving 350 cubic feet more: making, in all, 1050 
cubic feet of atmospheric air to 3000 cubic feet of coal gas—quite 
a “sufficient quantity to cause the explosion,” without taking into 
consideration the “ defective construction of the work. 
St. Neots, April 21, 1854. Geo. Bower. 


CLAY PURIFICATION OF GAS. 

Sir,—Gas companies having taken a very lively interest in the 
better purification of their gas, which the clay process renders easy 
at a cheap rate, 1 am induced to communicate, through your 
JouRNAL, the following facts, which cannot fail to prove highly 
interesting both to manufacturers and consumers of gas :— 
| Bisulphuret of Carbon.—I have twice obtained this pernicious 
‘Substance from the foul clay taken from the purifiers of the Wake- 
field Works. ‘The process used in each case was entirely different, 
but necessarily of a very complicated character. 
| Increase of Light—(From Mr. John Dawson, L.A.C., Analytical 
|Chemist.)—“ In my official capacity as chemist, I have tested the 
, @as of the Wakefield Gas Company for the last seven years, and 
certify that the average illuminating power has been 12} candles. 
| During the three months of clay purification, the average illumi- 
| Mating power has been 153 candles—Wakefield, May 5, 1854.” 
(From Mr. W. Milsom, Manager of the Wakefield Gas Works.) 
















cation, the gas at these works has increased in light from 12} to|| 
154 sperm candles, measured by a Church and Mann’s photometer. | 
Also that, for my own satisfaction, to verify the above, I burnt the | 
same gas purified by lime at one end of a Wright’s photometer, 
and by lime and clay at the other—the difference in illuminating 
power being 29°74 per cent. in favour of the clayed gas. The 
quantity of gas burnt by each burner was exactly the same, mea- 
sured by a test-meter at each end of the photometer.— Wakefield 
Gas Works, May 4, 1854.” 
I may also add, that the intelligent engineer of the Huddersfield | 
Company, after some weeks’ trial of the process, informed me and 
several gentlemen who happened to be present, that the gas at his | | 
works had risen in illuminating power from 14 to17} candles, As 
the gain in light can only arise from the removal of impurity, and 
affords a very ready estimate of the extent to which the purification 
is carried, we may fairly anticipate an accurate judgment an the |! 
part of gas companies and the gas-burning public. 
Parsonage, St. Andrew’s, W.R. Bowpircn. | 
Wakefield, May 6, 1854. 


Parliamentary Eutelligence. | 


SURREY CONSUMERS’ GAS LIGHT AND COKE || 
ASSOCIATION BILL, | 
HOUSE OF COMMONS—Frinay, May 4, 1854, {| 
Mr. Vernon Surtu, Chairman. 

This was a bill to incorporate the Surrey Consumers’ Gas Light 
and Coke Asscciation, and to enable them to raise further sums of, 


money, and for other purposes. | | 
| 
| 





The bill was opposed by the Deptford Gas Company, and by certain | 
inhabitants of that town. 
Mr. Hors Scort, Mr. James, Q C., Mr. Creasy, and Mr. Logie, | 
appeared in support of the bill; and Mr. O’Mattey, on behalf of the 
petitioners, against it. 

At the sitting of the committee a compromise was proposed, and the 
negotiations were conducted pari passu with the statement of counsel ' 
and the examination of witnesses. 

The CuatrMan having intimated that the committee were ready ‘o 
proceed with the business, 

Mr. Horr Scorr said: If you allow us a short time for considera- 
tion, sir, I think we will save you a great deal. 


the case for the bill, which he said was for the purpose of incorpo- 
rating the ‘*Surrey Consumers’ Ges Light and Coke Association,” 
and to enable them to raise further sums of money, and for other pur- 
poses. As the preamble of the bill gave the history of the company 


It stated that on the 19th day of March, 1849, certain persons formed 
themselves into a company, under the name of ‘The Surrey Con- 
sumers’ Gas Light and Coke Association,” for the purpose of manu- 
facturing gas, and lighting with gas the streets, roads, and lanes, and 
also buildings, shops, taverns, and private houses in the metropolis 
and metropolitan districts, and in other places; and it recites the 
complete registration of the company under the Act for the Registra- 
tion, Incorporation, and Regulation of Joint-Stock Companies. ‘The 
act also provided that the capital of the company should be £70,090, 
divided into 7000 shares of £10 each, with a power of borrowing 
£20,000. The preamble aiso recited that the whole of the share 
capital had been subscribed for and paid up, and the last-mentioned 
sum borrowed on mortgage or debentures. It then stated that the 
company had constructed their works in the parish of St. Mary, 
Rotherhithe, in the county of Surrey, and had laid down pipes, anu 
were now supplying with gus a part of the metropolis south of the 
river Thames, and nad expended the whole of the before-mentioned 
moneys; that it was expedient that a further outlay should be made 
upon the company’s works, and that with that view the company 
should have power to raise a further sum of money. And whereas 
the company would be better able to carry on their undertaking if 
they were incorporated, and if certain other powers were conferred upon 
them; and, as these objects could not be accomplished without the 
authority of Parliament, the company sought that authority. This 
recital disclosed the history of this gas company, in circumstances, 
indeed, similar to many other companies. In those districts, previous 
to 1852, there was another company in precisely the same circum- 
stances. Many other companies throughout the country were formed 
in the same way as the Surrey Company, under the Act for the Regu- 
lation of Joint-Stock Companies ; and the Surrey Company might have 
carried on its business under that act, but, of course, there was a cer- 
tain amount of insecurity in such undertakings, inasmuch as the 
shareholders had not a limited liability. And, although the want of 
this advantage might not press hard on small companies, yet, where 
the number of shareholders was great, and the capital became ex- 
tended, great inconvenience was often felt. The honourable member 
who presided was well aware that such was the inconvenience felt 
from the existing system, that it was likely a law would soon be 
passed which would give that advantage to all joint-stock companies, 
thus assimilating our commercial undertakings to the French system. 
In fact, a parliamentary committee had already reported on the 
expediency of such a course, and passed resolutions to the effect that 
in large undertakings—in gas cases as well as others—there should 
be limited liability. Well, this was one reason for coming to Parlia- 
ment, as the company sought to extend their capital. Another reason, 
and a totally new one, was a decision recently delivered in the Court 
of Queen’s Bench, to the effect that no power but that of Parliament 
could authorise a private company to break up the streets of a town 
to lay pipes. It had always been assumed, and the assumption con- 





f° § hereby certify that, during the use of the clay process of purifi- 


After some minutes’ delay, the learned gentleman proceeded to open 


to a great extent, he wished to call to it the attention of the committee. || 








stantly acted upon, that the surveyors of highways and chief commis- | 
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sioners in each town had power to grant permission to do so, but in 
the course of last year a new view of the law on that subject had been 
propounded, There came into existence a new company in Sheffield, 
who obtained power from the corporation to break up the streets and 
lay down their pipes. They were indicted for doing so at the instance 
of the old company, and it was laid down by Lord Campbell, in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, that no authority but an act of Parliament 
could confer such a power. His words were—‘‘I then say, it seems 
that, if these defendants followed the usual course, they would submit 
their case to Parliament, and Parliament would, if they saw it was for 
the pubic advantage, grant the necessary powers.” This was an 
additional reason which the present company had for applying to 
Parliament. If the committee were at all curious as to the reasons 
wey guided Lord Campbell’s decision, he (Mr. H. Scott) would 
read it. 

The Cuainman: Had the company no permission for breaking up 
the highways ? 

Mr. H. Scorr: Yes; they had received permission from the sur- 
veyors of highways, but Lord Campbell decided that the surveyors 
had no authority to grant such permission. 

Commitrer: But the commissioners in the Surrey cistrict may 
have authority to do so? 

Mr, Hore Scorr: They have not. We know, as a matter of fact, 
that this is done every day, and, until the judgment of Lord Camp- 
bell, it was never supposed that the breaking up of the highways for 
such a purpose was illegal. The company (the Surrey) had laid 
down 68 miles of mains in their district under this supposed autho- 
rity, and now they came to Parliament at the earliest opportunity, in 
order to make their proceedings regular. The commissioners were 
appointed, Lord Campbell said, for keeping up and repairing the 
highways, not for breaking up the highways. 

Committer: Yes; but in several local acts, the commissioners 
have power to break up the streets for the purpose of supplying gas. 

Mr. H. Scorr: That was where they were commissioners for 
lighting. They might do so for their own purposes, but they could 
not give that power to a commercial body. An act of Parliament 
was necessary, and in all public acts those powers were now con- 
ferred. They were given in the Gas Companies Clauses Act, and 
in the Land Companies Clauses Act. ‘The Surrey Company was 
tormed in 1849 or 1850, and, as its name indicated in the deed of 
settlement, it was a consumers’ company. At that time there were 
com) anies in existence—the South Metropolitan, the London, the 
Phenix, and the Deptford. On the other side of the river, an agita- 

ion had arisen on the subject of gas. Although gas had fallen 
considerably in price, still it was sold at a higher price than was 
considered necessary if gas concerns had been properly managed. 
About the same time the Great Central Company introduced a bill 
into Parliament which was much litigated. It was rejected twice 
in the House of Commons, and once in the House of Lords; but at 
last ic beeame an act, and the result was that the price of gas in 
London was reduced to 4s, per 1000 cubic feet. On the Surrey side 
if the river, a feeling prevailed that a similar reduction should be 
made. For that purpose a great many associations were formed, 
and they were entirely successful. The Surrey Company was started 
to carry out that object, and it received support from 6000 consumers, 
who pledged themselves to take their gas, and also abide by the 
company, even though the other companies should reduce their price, 
Chis was not done, however, until after a close investigation of the 
affairs of the company by the parties representing the different local 
committees formed to effect the reduction of price. Mr. Thwaites, 
of Southwark, and Mr. Wade, of Deptford, were among the most 
active in this movement, and they satisfied the people that arrange- 
inents were made to secure controi over the gas company. A sort of 
trust was appointed for that purpose, which was to have the effect of 
controlling the company with respect to price; anc with these pre- 
liminaries the company was fairly started. The old companies then 
reduced their price from 6s, per 1000 feet to 4s., and an active com- 
petition was carried on between them and the Surrey Company. 

The Cuamman (in reference to a conversation being carried on 
around Mr. Hope): It must be rather inconvenient to you to make 
your statement while those diplomatic engagements are going on 
behind you. 

Mr. E. James: We have signed our protocol. 

Mr. Horx Scorr said he was merely dealing with the suburbs of 
the question. ‘The Deptford, Phoenix, South Metropolitan, and 
London companies had entered into great competition with the 
Surrey. The Phoenix reduced the price to 3s. 6d, This caused all 
parties to sustain injury, and consequently a meeting of all the com- 
panies took place, and the result was that arrangements were made 
tor a division of districts. ‘They also agreed that the present price of 
gas should be 4s., and that it should not be raised unless by the con- 
sent of three directors from the boards of each of the tour companies, 
and that provision should be made for the testing of gas. He did not 
wean to deny that competition worked good in many cases, but in 
this case the results had been unfortunate for all parties. Last winter 
he price of coals rose so high that, at one time, London was nearly 
in the dark for the want of a supply. In consequence of the increased 
srice of coals, the price of gas was raised in some districts to 4s. 6d. 
{his showed that a margin was necessary, and that companies should 
1ot in all cases be subject to the injustice of fixing their price at 4s, 
maximum; and in the present bill the maximum was fixed at 6s. 
ihe company was at present supplying 666 lamps and 4000 consumers, 
their rental exceeded £20,000 a year. ‘They were at present lighting 
‘ne parishes of St. George the Martyr, St. Saviour, St. Thomas, St. 
John Horsleydown, and St. Olave, all in the borough of Southwark ; 
Christchurch, St. Mary Battersea, St. Mary Newington, St. Mary 
Lambeth, St. Mary Magdalene Bermondsey, St. Mary Rotherhithe, 
nd St. Paul Deptford, in the said county of Surrey; and St. Paul 

nd St. Nicholas Depuord, and St. Alphage Greenwich, in the county 
» Kent; and the Thames Tvnnei ; and there were petitions in favour 











of the bill from the inhabitants of most of those places, He hoped 
the opposition, which was small, was withdrawn by this time. There 
were certain inhabitants of St. Paul's, Deptford, who petitioned 
against the bill, but they only appeared as make-weights for the 
Deptford Company. 

The Cuarrman: The only opposition you have is the Deptford 
Company? 

Mr. Hore Scorr: Yes; and that will be withdrawn if the arrange. ||’ 
ments now in progress are carried out, 

The Cuarrman: We must, however, consider the convenience of 
the public, especially with reference to the maximum of 6s, 

Mr. Horr Scorr: Yes. 

Commi1TEE: Has the rise in the price been occasioned by the in- 
creased cost of materials and labour ? | 

Mr. Hore Scorr; That is the case. We are at present unlimited | 
as to price, and we propose to limit ourselves to 6s. | 

The Cuarrman: But, if your agreement with the consumers is 4s,, | 
we ought to take care that you do not, without sufficient cause, raise 
it to 6s. | 

Mr, Hors Scotr: At present we have no maximum, but we ane! 
under terms that, unless there be a rise in the price of coals and 
labour, we will not raise the price. Under any circumstances, we are 
willing to limit ourselves to 6s. 

Commitree: But if all the companies agreed to raise the price, you 
might do so also. } 

Mr. Horr Scorr: No, we are under terms to the trustees. 

One of the Comaurrez : Trustees to your own act, and who belong 
to the company. 

Mr. Horr Scorr: No; to trustees appointed by the consumers on. 
the other side of the river. 

One of the Commirree: I understand the arrangements you are 
going to make with the other companies will give you a monopoly, 
There will be no competition. | 

Mr. Horr Scorr: No, we are now open to the competition of three 
companies—the London, South Metropolitan, and Deptford com- | 
panies. The Deptford Company is confined to Kent. eir act is 
merely a money act. 

The Cuarnman: We want to avoid putting you in the position of 
a monopoly as regards the public. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: We will still be competing with those selling at 
4s., and we will be obliged to sell at 4s., unless under very peculiar! 
circumstances. We must have inspectors of meters, and persons to 
test the quality of the gas, and lay services without charge. ‘That 
arrangement has been made since the agreement with the other com- 
panies. I may state that between ourselves and the Deptford Com- 
pany there is asettlement, That company will be before you with a 
bill of their own, and, without saying anything that might raise ill | 
feeling, it is a bill to relieve them from a state of financial difficulty, 
and they now propose to raise more money by shares. | 

Mr. O’Ma.xey objected to any statement being made prejudicial | 
to the Deptford Company. | 
| 
| 








| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


Mr. Horr Scorr: I will not throw out anything that is disagreeable 
to the Deptford Company. Ido not mean to say they are insolvent, 
but, as a matter of fact, the preamble of their bill recites that they, 
owing to their financial difficulties, want to raise money by shares. 

Mr, O’Mattey: We say that without more money we will not be | 
able to compete successfully against you. : i} 

Mr. Hopz Scorr: I merely state what is in the preamble of your || 
bill. We propose to purchase their works on terms to be agreed to by | 
arbitration. In that case their bill will be withdrawn. Mr. Croll, | 
the engineer, will now be preduced to you, and he will tell you the | 
position of the company; and under these circumstances I hope we | 
ou no difficulty in securing your assent to the preamble of | 
the bill. 

The Cuatnman: Who is to decide whether the increase in the price | 
of labour and materials will be such as to justify an increased price 
for gas ? 

Mr. Hore Scotr: The trustees will decide that question. When 
the price was raised to 4s. 6d., it was with the consent of the trustees. 
In fact, I do not know if any arrangement more beneficial for all parties 
eould be made. 


| 
} 
' 


Mr. Crol? was then called, and examined by Mr. Creasy. 


Tam a civil engineer, and the engineer of the Surrey Consumers’ 
Gas Light and Coke Association. I became so in 1852. The works 
are in the parish of St. Mary, Rotherhithe. It is the best and most 
convenient situation for gas works of any I know in London. Ithasa 
good frontage, and peculiar facilities for loading and unloading coals. | 
We can unload 300 or 400 tons a day direct from the ship. ‘The 
works, at present, can produce 700,000 cubic feet of gas per diem. | 
Arrangements are being made which will increase that production | 
about 20 or 30 percent, Our mains are laid in St, Thomas’s, St. | 
Paul’s, and St. Nicholas, Deptford. We have about 70 miles of mains 
altogether. Our rental at Christmas, last year, was upwards of £20,000. 
It has increased considerably since. We light about 1400 public! 
lights, and we supply various public places, We supply the Thames | 
Tunnel, the railway station at Unde betes, and the hospitals. The | 
total number of private consumers is about 4000. We had expended, | 
up to the end of last year, about £90,000. T'o meet the increased | 
demand for gas we want to increase our works. Our required capital | 
will be about £150,000. Ido not remember the proportion paid up 
on shares. Ido not remember when we first began to lay our mains 
in Deptford. I was not then connected with the company. The 
arrangement with the trustees is this—that, in the event of the 
price of coal, labour, and other materials, falling to what they were 
at the time the company was established, the price is again to be re- 
duced to 4s., what it was at the commencement. I have hire a list 
of the prices of coals and coke in the years 1852 and 1853; and this 
statement shows the necessitv of increasing the price above 4s. on 
account of the increase of coal alone, independenly of labour: 4s, 6d. 
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r 1000 now is not so high a price in proportion to the cost of ma- 
terials as 4s, was in 1852:— 



































Price of | Frice of | G0 per cent. | Cost of Coal, | Cost of 
Period. Coal per | Coke per{ of Coke deducting | Coal per 
ton. _ chaidron. for sale, | sales of Coke. 10 Ofeet. | 
s. d.| 8s. d. s. d. | s. d. dé. 

| Year 1852... .-ec.e. 22/80 49 | 744 | 983 
| January, 1683... .... 43] 87 5 2 91°) aed 
|February », .....| 149] 8 8 5 2 9 6, | 12-72 
| March 99 ee tees 149); 8ill 5 4 9 5 j 12°59 
| April Septet ee a am ly 5 7 8 43- | IbeI7 
| May EC ne ae | 8S 5 6 8 0 | 1066 
Sane CS eet Ie 1 ee 5 4 85 | Ibe 
| July we sdecee| MOS 8 8 5 23 10 (f= | 13°39 
jAugust 4 wee] 16 8 8 8 5 23 lL. 54 1527 
|September,, ....-.| 19 6 | 1 3 6 9 2g | 17-0 
‘October ,, | 19 3 li 4 610 12 5 | 16°55 
| November ,, 19 9 | 1011 6 & 13 24 | = 17-60 
| December ,, 23:10 | 12 5 7 54 16 44 | 2183 





We provide meters and services gratuitously. The trustees are not 
|shareholders, and have no interest in the company. An arrangement 
|is made by which the gas is to be tested at least once every week, by 
!a gentleman unconnected with the company, to ascertain its purity 
and illuminating power, It is a matter of great importance to ascer- 
tain the purity and illuminating power of the gas, and, except in 
|the Great Central and the Imperial, no other company have such a 
provision in their bill. We thus afford the public security as to the 
jhealthy quality and illuminating power of the gas. We have also a 
person appointed to ascertain the accuracy of the meters, so that 
the public are guarded from any error in the measurement. These 
arrangements have given great satisfaction to the customers, and there 
has been a very great increase in the demand for the company’s gas. 
Mr. W. Boddy examined by Mr. Loaie, 
| Iam secretary of thiscompany. This [producing a deed] is the 
|deed of settlement, dated March 19, 1849. Our certificate of com- 
‘plete registration was obtained on April 20, 1849. By our deed of 
settlement the capital is £70,000, with a borrowing power of £20,000. 
|The whole of our capitai has been subscribed, and all, except a few 
hundreds, paid up. ‘The arrangement with the trustces of the parish 
is, that we are bound to reduce our price to 4s. when the cost of coals 
‘and other materials falls back to the price of 18.2. [Witness pro- 
|duces the agreement with the trustees. | 
| Mr, Locte: This is an indenture between the Surrey Company and 
|those trustees. After reciting the reasons which led to the tormation 
|of the company, and the support it met with from the inhabitants as 
(the consideration for the covenant they were about to enter into, it 
\| states that the company covenant with the trustees that they will not 
| wilfully and collusively dissolve then.selves, nor without reason cause 
|delay in the commencement of their operations; that they will not 
|charge for meters, nor more than 4s. for gas; and then follows this 
|proviso—‘ ‘That in cases where it seems reasonable to the trustees | 
|they may consent to raise tne price of gas above the sum of 4s.”’_ I 
may state that this deed was considered with great care by gentlemen 
lindependent of tlie company, and by myself and another gentleman 
at the bar. 

Committee: Is there any power to rescind that contract on notice? 
| Mr. Locie: No. 


Mr. O’Matuey here announced that the Deptford Company had 
| withdrawn its opposition, 
| ‘The preamble was then agreed to, and the committee adjourned 
|till three o’clock on Monday, for the purpose of conside:ing the 
clauses of the bill. 
As the committee was about to adjourn, and after some of its 
{members had left the room, a scene occurred, unexampled in the re- 
\collection of those who witnessed it, or in the annals of parliamentary 
committees. A large body of consumers of gas in the Hatcham 
district, in Surrey, who had been lately handed over by the South Me- 
tropolitan Company to the Surrey Consumers’ Company, presented 
themselves to the committee, and through their spekesman, Mr, 
Haden, protested against the truth of Mr. Croll s assertion, as to the 
general satisfaction felt by them at the quality of the gas supplied by 
{the Surrey Consumers’ Company. Mr. Haden asserted that in his 
own case the charge had been increased upwards of 50 per cent. for 
the same number of lights; and that, as regarded meters, they were 
compelled to use those in which they had no confidence. 

Tne CuarrMAN inquired why he had not petitioned against the bill? 

The applicants replied that they were ignorant of the forms of Par- 
liament, and allowed the proper time for petitioning to expire, trusting 
|| that their brethren in Deptford would have had the matter investigated. 

Mr. Crott denied that there was any foundation for the complaints 
made, and insisted that his gas was of excellent quality, and that 
clauses were proposed to be introduced in the bill tor securing the 
interests of the public in this respect. 

Mr. Pocock, the deputy-chairman of the company, addressed a few 
|| words to the committee in confirmation of Mr. Croli’s reinarks, 

The Cuatrman assured the applicants that when the clauses came 
before them their interests would not be overlooked. 

The committee then adjourned till Monday to settle the clauses. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS COMMITTEE—Tvespay, Apnit 4, 1854. 


This bill, introduced by the Town Council of Hull, was opposed by 
the Hull General Cemetery Company; the Sutton Southcoates and 
Drypool Gas Company ; the Kingston-upon-Hull Docks Company ; 
the trustees of the British Gas Light Company; the Kingston-upon- 
Hull Gas Company; and by the owners, occupiers, and ratepayers of 
the borough of Kingston-upon-Hull, 

Mr. Horz Scorr, Mr. Montacug Suir, and Mr. Merryweruer, 
appeared in support of the bill; and Mr. Corure, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mr. Brown, Mr. Sergeant Wranouam, and Mr. ‘TinpaL ATxK.NsoN, 





Lord Cravpe Hamixton acted as chairman of the committee, 
Some preliminary objections having been disposed of, the preamble 
of the bill was taken into consideration. | 
Mr. Hope Scorr having opened the case on behalf of the promoters, 
the following evidence was given on the supply of gas :— | 
Dr. Henry Cooper examined by Mr. Montacusr Sairn. 
Tama physician practising in Hull, and aim well acquainted with the | 
sanitary state of that town, end the state of the drainage and sewerage, | 
I have seen the general provisions of the bill, and am of opinion tiat | 
the manufacture and supply of gas should be vested in the Board of | 
Health. Nuisances arise in Hull, as in other places, from the escape | 
of gas. The borough, for the purpose of gas lighting, is divided into 
three districts. ‘The old town is supplied by the Hull Gas Works, 
and, as they are often a nuisance, it would be desirable, for the com- | 
fort and health of the inhabitants, that those works should be removed. | 
I conceive that the works of the Sculcoates district, the Myton dis- 
trict, and the Drypool district, which are out of the town, would be 
sufficient for the supply of the whole town. 
Mr, Joseph Heron examined by Mr. Montacue Smitu. 
I have been the town clerk of Manchester since 1838. ‘he exclusive | 
manufacture and supply of gas is vested in the town council. I believe 
the gas in Manchester is very good, Itis charged on a graduated scale, 
4s. being the lowest price and 5s. the highest. The public lamps are | 
each charged 38s, per annum, but that does not include the expense 
of lighting, the amount of which I donot know. At those prices, | 
the town council make a profit of from £30,000 to £40,000 a year, 
which profit is applied to the gencral improvement of the town. , 
From £300,000 to £400,000 have been already expended in that way. 
Experience has shown that if a town council cannot manage as well 
as a private company, that we can manage very well, at any rate. | 
The protits of gas companies are very large, and, by having the supply | 
and manufacture of gas vested in the town council, £30,000 or £40,000 ! 
a year go towards improvements, instead of into the pockets of a 
private company. ‘lhe public improvements made in Manchester do 
not cost the inhabitants one 6d. We ordinarily use the best Wigan 
cannel coal, as the gas manufactured from it contains 50 per cent. 
more of illuminating power than that produced from other kinds of | 
coal, the price paid for our gas is therefore comparatively less than 
what the same sum would represent when paid for gas made from 
other coal. I think it is a great advantage that the power of manu- 
facturing and supplying gas should be vested in the body which has 
the conirol over the public streets, ‘Tnere is a great saving of ex- | 
pense, and much less inconvenience to the public, 
Cross-examined by Mr. ALEXANDER: A portion of the profits of 
gas goes to reduce the price of water, which is also supplied by the! 
corporation, Many years ago, a private individual established gas| 
works for the supply of one of the towuships in the borough, but the} 
works were purchased by the commissioners, in order to have but! 


| one gas concern throughout the district. I believethe price of cannel | 


coal has been from 12s. 6d. to 1és. a ton, but lately I believe it has 
got up to 22s, Last year the price wes 15s. Ide not know what 
was the price at Hull then. The coalfield for the supply of Hull is 
about fifty miles distant. Wigan, which supplies Manchester, is 
about twenty, with a railway communication. The price of gas at 
Bolton has dropped suddenly from 4s. or 6s. down to 3s., but this 
was owing to threatened competition. Bolton is ten miles from} 
Manchester. The gas is supplied there by a company, who were 
rather afraid that the corporation were about to make the gus them- 
selves, ‘The gas works in Manchester cost us upwards of half a 
million up to the present time. There is not more than £150,000 
which can be cailed a debt; the rest has been repaid. Our gross 
revenue from gas is about £120,000 or £130,000 a year. 

Re-examined by Mr. Montague Smiru: The population of Man- 
chester is about 333,000, but we do not supply gas beyond the limits 
of the municipal area. Salford has gas works of its own. We have 
three or four gas works, and supply more than 32,000 customers. 

By the Commirree: Five shillings has been the maximum, but 
we have no limit. It is certain, however, that we could not long 
charge a price which the inhabitants thought too high, for, as the 
returned the members of the council, a ga- agitation would soon tell 
upon the municipal elections. We think that no one has a right to 
usk what profit we make as long as we sell the gas at as low a price 
as it can be obtained in any other place similarly circumstanced. 
The accounts are regularly published for the information of the in- 
habitants, I understand the Bolton Company agreed to a maximum 
of 4s. Gd. 

Mr. David Chadwick examined by Mr. Montacve Samir, | 

I am treasurer of the borough of Salford, and have been so for ten 
years. ‘The population of the borough is about 70,000. It is lighted | 
by gas, and has been so since 1830, There was a private company | 
there, but in 1831 their works were purchased by the commissioners. | 
The company charged 12s. 6d. per 1000 in 1831. There has been a} 
gradual reduction in the price ever since that time. The present! 
price is from 4s. 6d. to 4s, ‘The gas is entirely manufactured from | 
cannel coal, The corporation derive a profit of more than £9000 a| 
year from gas. We have an invested capital of £44,000, and we! 
have a profit of £6800, after charging five per cent. interest on the 
capital. One half the profit is spentia public improvemeuts, and the | 
other half in the reduction of the mortgage debt of the whole town-| 
ship. ‘The charge for the public lamps has been for many years at! 
the rate of 12s, 6d. per 1000 hours, which is about 3s. 7d. per 1000 
feet, or 34s. 10d. per annum, I have not estimated the cost of 
lighting. Ihave no doubt that it is best that the entire control of 
the streets and sewers and gas should be in the hands of the same 

eople. 

Cocsn-qneusdend by Mr. Brown: We get our coal from Wigan, 
and at present pay 12s. 6d. a ton, including carriage and delivery at 
our works, The lamps in our township were lighted 2784 hours last 
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, large quantity of gas. The whole revenue for last year was £18,943. 
| We have a considerable profit on the street lamps, but the largest 
profit comes from the consumers, Out of the £18,943 received last 
year, more than £17,000 was received from private consumers. Per- 
haps one house in five or six consumes gas. All the shops are 
lighted with gas; and, although all the mills are at liberty to have 
gas works of their own, there is only one establishment of the kind 
that does so, and they have requested us to supply them in future, 
as our gas is so much better than their own; for gas cannot beso well 
made on a small scale as on a large one. Our works originally 
belonged to a private company, but our present works are much 
larger, and in a better situation. We were once indicted for a 
nuisance, in consequence of the non-removal of the gas lime; but as 
soon as we were indicted, we offered to give it to any one that would 
take it. 
| Re-examined by Mr. Montacve SmitH: We have a considerable 
| length of main in proportion to the population, and we have power 
|| to extend our lighting to seven miles round the borough, of course ex- 
|| cluding Manchester onone side. The great length of main, and the 
| consequent increase of leakage, considerably reduces profits. No 
private company could supply gas cheaper than we do, When we 
|| reduced the price to 4s. 6d., all the private companies within fifty 
'| miles of us were charging much higher. We have 883 street lamps 





| in our township, but we light nearly 500 in the adjoining townships. 
|| The £1500 is the profit on the lamps in the township of Salford. I 
1} . ° . . 
|| know nothing about the lighting of Hull. 

The committee then adjourned till twelve o’clock the next day. 
i Wepnespay, Apnrit 5, 


The committee met this day at twelve o’clock. 
Mr. Samuel Darwin examined by Mr. Montacve Smiru. 


|of Stockport. I have been a gas engineer about twelve years. 
| gas works at Stockport are in the hands of the corporation, and are 
| managed by me under the direction of a committee of the town council. 
| In 1839 the supply of gas was in the hands of a private company, 
| whose works the corporation purchased. There are about twelve 
|| millowners who make their own gas. Our prices are 5s. and down 
|| to 4s., with a discount, according to the quantity taken. Our gas is 
|;made from cannel coal. Our standard of illuminating power is 
|| 18 candles compared to 12 of coal. The charge for public lamps is 
|| 45s., including the cost of lighting and keeping in repair. We pay 
|| 18s. for cannel coal delivered at the works. That is under a contract 
| made twelve months ago. The consumption of gas is about 10,000 
|| feet perlamp. The lighting and repairs cost about 13s. per lamp, 
|| leaving 32s, for the gas. ‘The average price of cannel for the last 
|| four years is about 14s. The inhabitants are satistied with the manage- 
|| ment of the gas by the corporation, no complaint having been made 
|, these four years. {believe it is better to have the management in 
|! the hands of the Gorporation than in a private company. Before the 
|| corporation undertook the management the price of gas was 8s. I 
have been at the Hull Gas Works two or three times, and have a 
pretty good idea how they are carried on, I think the works should 
be removed to a distance from the town. I believe there is no engi- 
| neering difficulty in supplying the gas from the Sculcoates Works. 
I laid some pipes in Sculcoates, some four years ago, 90 feet buried 
in water, and we never had one single complaint about them. The 
|| profit on gas there for the present year is about 15 per cent. ; for the 
|| last five years it has been 12. ‘The capital is about £49,300. The 
|| profit increases with the capital invested. The increased consumption 
|, of gas is about 10 per cent. per annum. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Brown: The population of Stockport is 
about 60,000. The gross revenue last year was about £13,500 from gas 
alone. Our lamps were lighted about 3200 houts per annum, but the 

|; number of hours would have been greater, had we not taken advantage 
|, of the moonlight nights. We have 743 public lamps, and I estimate the 
| cost of lighting them at 3s. a lamp for gas alone. We have made a 
| profit of 15 per cent. this year. The profit hitherto has been 12 per 
| cent., and we have expended that on increasing the works. The 
| Station at which we manufacture the gas now is at Heaton Norris, in 
| the farish of Manchester, county of Lancaster. We have two places 
| for generating gas, but we only require to work both of them during 
the winter months, when the consumption is greatest. Occasionally, 
| a few compiaints have been made against our works as a nuisance, 
| but such complaints are incidental to almost every gas work in the 
| kingdom. It is impossible to manufacture gas without occasioning 
| now and then unpleasant.smells. {am for having the gas works out 
| of the town. We are now passing gas from the Heaton Norris station 
| tothe Millgate station, which is about 1300 or 1400 yards distant, 
and we have experienced no particular leakage. We consider this 
| more economical than working two stations, The leakage is in pro- 
portion to the pressure and the number of joints in the length of the 
| pipe. Very little increase of pressure is required to force the gas 
downwards—under the docks, for example—and little additional 
| leakage arising from that circumstance. Our pipes are carried under 
the river to a depth of 90 feet, and we have occasionally 6 or 8 feet 
of wateron them. This makes no difference in the illuminating power 
|of the gas. The pipes are single 12-inch pipes. 
George Lowe, Esq., examined by Mr, M, Suir. 
|| Iam a gas engineer, and have had 33 years’ experience with the 
|! Chartered Company. I have been employed by the Government, as 
|| surveying officer, in 1847, to take evidence respecting the manu- 
|facture of gas in eight towns, Liverpool and Birkenhead being of 
the number. I have had also great experience abroad—for the 
Continental Company, which lights seventeen cities ; and the Euro- 
ean Company, six; besides in America, and various other places. 
am conversant with the gas works of Hull. I think the town of 
Hull ought to be supplied from the Sculcoates works. The situation 
is highly convenient from the contiguity of a railway, which will 
bring their coals at the least cost into their works. It is also such a 
distance from the town that it is utterly impossible for it to become 








I am engineer and superintendent of the gas works at the borough | 
The | 





a nuisance in the way of aerial smells. The situation of gas works || 
in a town is objectionable. We have been several times threatened || 
with indictments for our works in Brick-lane, and there is no doubt 
but Government intend to walk us out of the town as soon as they 
possibly can. Lord Palmerston is desirous of carrying the nuisance 
of gas manufacturing out of town. As for the storing of gas, if 
common prudence is exercised in keeping the tank well supplied, | 
there is no nuisance connected with it. ‘he Hull Gas Works would 
be highly valuable for storing. There can be no objection to passing 
gas pipes under the water. At Amsterdam and Rotterdam it js) 
done, and I have no doubt that at Venice, though I have not visited | 
the works, it must be so. At Bristol, the pipes were sent into the| 
island where the Great Britain was built, to light the works for! 
Mr. Brunel. Practically, there is no appreciable difference in the 
amount of pressure required to send the gas downwards, for the 
buoyancy of the gas in ascending neutralises the resistance to its 
descent. I have something to do with lighting the Thames Tunnel, | 
but that is a different case, as the gas has not to come up out of the 
Tunnel again. One of the most complete tests is the pressure of 
the gas on the top of the Tunnel, and its pressure on the lights of 
the Tunnel, You might almost take the specific gravity of air by 
the pressure of the gas. 
Cross-examined by Mr, AtexanpER: The friction of the pipes 


| descending and passing under the river and up again, as compared 


with level pipes, is practically inappreciable. Last year, when the 
British Association visited Hull, I was there. Mr. Smith, the chair- 
man, took me to see the gas works, I told him that he was making 
very fair gas, pure from sulphur, but not pure from ammonia. 1 do 
not remember expressing my general satisfaction with the manage.|! 
ment of the works. I certainly say I could see plenty of room for 

improvement. I recollect seeing Mr. Jackmar, the manager, but)’ 
cannot tell whether I expressed to him my general satisiaction with 

the management of the works. Ido not make any objection to the 

works even now. I tested the gasthen, and have done so since, [|| 
said it was good as to freedom from sulphur, but it contained am-'! 
monia. ‘The illuminating power was very fair, and when there a! 
month or two ago the gas was very good. I tested it at the Town- | 
hall in the old town. Iam the consulting engineer to the gas works 

at Beverley, about eight miles from Huil. Those gas works are in 

the hands of the corporation, I have no knowledge of the cost of 

producing gas at Beverley, but I know it must be much dearer than 

at [u!l, on the principle that a large brewery, or a large cotton 

spinning establishment, can produce cheaper than a small one. [ 

believe the price of coals at Beverley is 14s. 6d., delivered at the 

works, ‘They are the very same coals which they get at Hull, and 

from the same pit, jor 10s. or 103. 6d. Last year, coals at Beverley 

were 12s. I know nothing of the financial affairs of the Beverley 

Gas Works, nor of any other. 

Re-examined by Mr. M.Surtu: Idid not go to Hull professionally 
last year, but as a sort of philosophic holiday. I have not done any- 
thing contrary to Mr. Smith’s interest, but, being no flatterer, I do| 
not believe I told Mr. Smith I considered his works scientifically con- 
ducted, and that his retorts were well set. If I did I told him a 
falsehood, but I cannot remember that I gave any opinion at all. I 
visited the works before dinner, and whatever I said was not a post-| 
prandial speech. No comparison can be made between the prices in) 
Hull and Beverley—the latter place having only 5000 or 6000 inhabi-| 
tants, and the former 68,000. If the price is high at Beverley, that is! 
no reason why it should be high at Hull. 

Mr. James Watson examined by Mr. M. Smiru. 

Iam the mauager of the British Gas Works at Sculcoates. They) 
have been conditionally sold to the Board of Health. The cost of 
lighting and cleansing street lamps is about 11s, 6d. perannum. The 
cost for repairs is about 7s. additional. The price charged to the, 
local board of health at Huillis about £4 per lamp. That includes 
lighting, cleansing, and keeping in repair. I consider that the Scul-| 
coates Works are sufficient to generate enough of gas for Hull. The! 
Hull Gas Works are well situated for a gasholder to be supplied from 
the Sculcoates Works. It would cost about £10,000 to adapt the Scul- 
coates Works to the supply of the whole town. If the works were 
in the hands of the local board, the lamps might be lighted for less 
than £4. 

Cross-examined by Mr, ALEXANDER: I was formerly connected 
with the British Gas Company’s main establishment in London. 
That company has establishments in Norwich and other towns, The 
lamps consume from four to five cubic feet per hour. I am speaking 
of the largest size lamps; and they burn, on an average, ten hours 
per night, or 3650 per annum. The whole number we light is 743, 
including the dock. We do not light the Victoria Dock. 

To the Committee: The charge to private consumers is 4s. 6d. 

To Mr, AtexanveR: There is a reduction on that price when large 
quantities are taken. I cannot give the number of the small lamps, 
but they consume from three to four feet per hour. The expense of 
lighting, and probably of all the repairs, would be the same on the 
small as the large lamps, but I cannot tell what it is. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Atktnson: We light the whole of the 
district—the old harbour and the docks. We light several courts, 
but not in Elisha-street or Francis-street, that I remember. We! 
light a court in School-street, off Waltham-street. I do not re- 
member any others. I believe there are a great number of courts| 
running out of Porter-street, off Myton. I believe there is not 4/' 
single public light in those courts, 

Re-examined by Mr. M. Smiru: I think it very desirable that 
those courts should be lighted. The reduction of price to 4s. 6d. | 
took place in January last. The opposition of the corporation had)| 
no influence on the reduction, which would have been carried out 
two years before, had it not been for the very great extensions that 
our company were compelled to make in our works on account of 
the increased demand for gas. 

To she Committee: In the contemplated expenditure of £10,000, 
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no provision is made for lighting those courts. At the present time 
|| we pay lls. 6d. for Yorkshire coal, such as Barnsley, and 14s. 6d. for 
| Newcastle. We use both. We use very little cannel coal. It has 
|| been about 15s, or 16s. at Hull; but lately the market is higher. I 
||know nothing of the financial department. Silkstone coal, about six 
months ago, was 9s. Gd. It is very good for making gas, but there 
js none in the market now. It is better than the Barnsley, and we 
| would get it if we could. 

| Some other evidence having been taken, the committee adjourned. 
Monpay, Apri 10. 

| The committee met this day at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MERRYWETHER stated that he had a proposal to make with 
respect to the Hull Gas Company, namely, that the promoters would 
abandon the compulsory clause, and in lieu thereof substitute a clause 
| to the effect that the Board of Health should be bound to give three 
| months’ notice to the Hull Gas Company of their readiness to pur- 

chase their works, before they should be allowed to set up any works 
| of their own; and should be bound, in case the company consented to 
|\the purchase, to complete the purchase. 

Mr, ALEXANDER complained that this proposal had now, for the 
| first time, been communicated to him, and, after a hasty consideration 
\\of its purport, he must decline it, being of opinion that it would place 
| his clients in the same position as the bill originally proposed to put 
them. After some discussion, Mr, Alexander opened the case on 
| behalf of the Hull Gas Company. 
| John Smith, Esq., examined by M. Brown. 

Iam chairman of the Hull Gas Company, and reside in the neigh- 
bourhood of Hull. I am a magistrate of the East Riding, and was 
formerly a merchant at York. I have held the office of chairman of 
this company, since the abdication of Mr. Cooper, for three years, 
and was deputy-chairman for some years before. 1 was the original 
promoter of the company. I was then a large owner of shipping 
connected with the fishing trade; and the company projected, it 
was thought, would be of some use to the fisheries. ‘The merchants 

of the town were large owners of shipping in the sdme trade. The 
|introduction of coal gas was then beginning to supersede the use of oil. 

Messrs. Taylor and Martineau had just brought outa patent for lighting 

with oil gas, Upon a representation made by Mr. Cooper and some other 
| gentlemen, it was thought necessary for the large interests then at stake 
\|in Hull, to see if we could not obtain from oil, which was the staple 
| commodity produced in Hull, a light which would be superior to coal 
| gas. Our motive for starting a company was to protect ourselves, 
The shares were entirely taken by persons residing in Hull. For some 
|years we used oil gas, It was during that period the indictment for 

nuisance took place. We found that the undertaking was not profit- 
able, and that the gas was imperfect. We experimented from week 
\|to week, and month to month, without success. We then tried rosin. 
|We resorted. to coal somewhere about the year 1829 or 1830. 
| There was no indictment for a nuisance since, and only one compiaint 
||was made by the corporation, who sent in a surveyor to say there 
[was asmell of gas in the Townhall. That was the only complaint 
|| made since the bill was brought in. The Townhall is close to the gas 
|works. There is a manufactory very near us for the production of a 
sort of patent grease—anti-frictioa grease—which is much more of a 

| nuisance than ours. A short time since the corporation complained 
of an offensive smell, but on examination they found that it was their 
'|own meter under the room that was out of order On another occa- 
sion, at a trial in the County Court, they complained of a strong 
smell; but it was found to have proceeded from a meter in a bag 
|which they had brought in upon the evidence at the trial. These are 
. the only grounds of complaint I ever heard of. ‘There are occasional 
escapes of gas from pipes bursting ; but the moment anything of the 
sort occurs we rectify the accident. I am not aware of any complaint 
being made of a deficient supply or badness of quality. In the end 
of 1850 the price of gas was 6s. 8d., and we reduced it to ds. 6d., and 
made a return to the consumer of 1s, 2d. per 1000 cubic feet. In the 
‘course of two years we returned to the consumers between £1900 
jand £2000, and reduced the price to 5s.; and at the end of last 
year we reduced it to 4s.6d. That was the best year for prcfit 
|we ever had. The public lamps are charged £4 and £2. The com- 
any object to sell their works to the local board, ‘The shareholders 
ive chiefly in and about Hull, and, through marriage settlements and 

| trusts, a great number of shares have gone into the hands of ladies. 
| There are 565 shares. In my judgment there is no necessity for trans- 
ferring the gas works to the Board of Health. It is not possible for 
any body to foresee when the pipes will burst or leak, and we are 
under sevcre penalties by acts of Parliament to remedy, within twenty- 
four hours, any such accidents. _I believe the feeling of the town to 
be decidedly against the Hull Improvement Bill. Mr. Bannister has 
‘endeavoured to win the council by the promise of large profits, and 
‘| the ratepayers by telling them that they will have the gas almost for 
nothing. He is the chairman of the Board of Health, and the most 
active partisan of the bill. The promoters of the bill dare not calla 

| public meeting, and the town feared to call a meeting by the mayor, 
|lest it should be packed by the town council with their own agents. 
|The bankers and leading gentlemen of the town are opposed to the 
bill, as it would make every ratepayer a trader in gas, whether he 
|would or not, Broadley-street, before and since the erection of the 
|| gas works, has been chiefly occupied by prostitutes; but Ann-street 
'|has been much improved by those works. A row of respectable 
jhouses has been erected near the gas works, I have communicated 
|| with Mr, Malam, son of the late lessee, and he told me his father had 
invested £10,000 in the works, in addition to £3000 that we advanced 
tohim, I can state this from my own knowledge. The paid-up 
capital of the company is £12,700 and odd. We made £3500 profit 
| last year. In my opinion £20,000 is not a fair purchase money for 
| 





the works. I told Mr. Bannister that we were unwilling to sell, but 
that, if compelled, we would sell at a price to pay them 6-per cent. 
Mpa the produce of last year. That would amount to about £60,000. 

- Bannister held out threats to induce us to sell. He said—‘* We 














will have the works by hook or by crook, and they are not worth || 
more than £11,000,” and that the only way he would treat with us, if 
we did not accept his offer, would be by arbitration. He made no | 
offer, The same morning, Mr. Alderman Thompson said—‘* Mr, || 
Smith, if you do not sell to us we wiil make your works utterly value- | 
less. They shall not be worth a shilling to you. We will bring in|) 
the British Gas Company to compete with you, and we will oppose || 
you in every way, so that your works shall be utterly useless.” | 
Similar threats were made to the other companies, and the treaties 
concluded with them were the result of threats. i 

Cross-examined by Mr. Merrywerner: If Mr. Thompson has| 
denied that statement, he tells what is not true. I am in Hull gene- 
rally twice a week. The company purchased property near the works, | 
We purchased the old manor-house, but not to avoid an indictment | 
for a nuisance. We bought other property near the works for the || 
purpose of extending the works, but not in consequence of any threats || 
about a nuisance. I asked Mr. Earnshaw, on ‘Thursday evening, to | 
come here as a witness, and he refused to come. He said it would | 
be an unpleasant situation to place him in, and hoped we would not || 
call him. I do not think he said, ‘‘I will tell the truth on both sides, 
and you may find me a bad witness.”’ I did not think his evidence 
so important that I should put him in an unpleasant position. We 
invited him to come, and it was not with our consent or knowledge | 
that he went away. What Mr, Bannister said about arbitration was | 
athreat. Iam not to be compelled to sell property by arbitration or | 
any other mode. I have a strong objection to compulsory powers. If 
the compulsory powers were withdrawn I should still object to put- 
ting works of this kind into the hands of the board of health, and 
making me and every ratepayer a speculator and shareholder with 
them. I look upon the interference with my private property as an 
attempt to plunder. Our original shares were £25, and we have paid 
£22, 10s. upon them. The total capital paid up by the parties is 
£12,725, and the offer of £20,000 for that is confiscation. The first 
cost has nothing to do with the present value. You have no right to,; 
come in and take property which has been made valuable. | 

Re-examined by Mr. Brown: The paid-up capital does not repre- 
sent the half of what has been expended upon the works. If the 
compulsory powers were withdrawn, and the board of health were left | 
to compete with us, it would be ruinous to us and destruction to the | 
interests of the ratepayers—it would be a waste of money, and the 
ratepayers would be speculating. It would be a cut-throat business. | 
Between 1820 and 1830 the shares were at a discount, being as low 
as £1; and last year, I believe, they sold for £42. They fluctuated | 
between £20 and £30 during the years 1850, 1851, and 1852. The 
last purchase I made was about four years ago; they were then at | 
£24. In 1852, when Mr, Malam’s lease expired, and when we got the I} 
concern into our own hands, we divided 10 per cent., and the next || 
year 20 per cent. I attribute this increase to increased consumption, || 
and the works being in our own hands and in better order. I always) 
had confidence in the uitimate success of the concern, and would have | 
been an unwilling seller at any time; but, having passed through 
years of difficulty, I do not see why now, after having with good ma- 
nagement made the concern prosperous, it should be taken out of our 
hands. I should have considered it confiscation to sell the whole & 
£17,000 a few years ago, when £30 a share was the market price. 
saw it was a prospectively beneficial concern, and why should I be 
forced to sellit? Inow hold 109 shares, The profits, I think, will 
be something less this year, because of the enhanced price of coals’ 
and labour. The profits this year will be between £3000 and £3500. 
The shares were £42 in the market after the large dividend was 
made, 














John Earnshaw, Esq., examined by Mr. Brown. 

Iam a solicitor, practising in Hull, and clerk to this company for 
the last seven years, having succeeded Mr. Lightford, who was solici- 
tor at the formation of this company, which was established by an act 
passed in 1821. Ihave heard what was stated by the last witness 
about the interest which the town took in the whale fishery, and, 
though not then resident in Hull, have no doubt the statement 
will be universally admitted. TI believe the corporation of Hull have 
shareyin the company. They were, as lords of the soil, consenting 
parties to the act. They have ten shares. The Trinity-house and 
the Dock Company have each ten shares. The company was not 
prosperous in the beginning of its career. They struggled on for a! 
tew years, and then let the works to Mr. Malam, at a rental. His! 
father, now deceased, was an eminent gas engineer. Mr. Malam held 
the works down to 1851. He paid the company at first £1200 a year, | 
and engaged to spend £6000 on converting the works from oil to coal || 
gas works, and the company returned him half of that outlay accord- | 
ing to engagement. Mr. Malam paid interest on this outlay. The 
paid-up capital is £12,712, 10s., being £22. 10s. upon 556 shares of || 
£25. During the twenty-one years that Mr. Malam occupied the | 
works, the company paid £7600, which includes the £3000 repaid to 
Mr. Malam. Mr. Malam spent £11,000 himself, from time to time, 
according to the requirements of the town. ‘This includes the £6000. 
The company came into possession in the fall of the year 1851. They! 
laid out about £400 or £5C0 since in enlarging the pipes and laying | 

{ 
| 
| 
| 





down fresh ones, Witness then put in the following table of divi- | 
dends extracted from the books of the company :— 


Year. Per Cent. Year, Per Cent. Year. Per Cent. i| 
1823 .. nil. 18384 .. 5 1844 ., 7% ij 
1824 .. nil. 1885 .. 5 | 1845 .. -74 1] 
1825 ..  3§ 1836. nil. 1846 1. 8 
1826 .. mil, 1607 .... 5 1847 .. 8 
1827 .. 33 1838 .. 5 | 1848 .. 8 
108... 3 16)... 5 | 1849 .. 6 ] 
1829 .. nil. 1840 .. 6 | 1860 .. & 
1830 .. nil. 1841 .. 6% 161... 6 
1831 .. nil. | 1842 .. 62 1862 .. 10 
1832 .. nil. | 1843 .. 63 | 1863 ., 20 
—.. 6 | 
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For eight years no dividend was had, and for nine years only 6 per 
cent. Then there were several years in which 6$ were paid, and so 
on up tu 7 and 8, until the two last years, in which 10 and 20 were 
severally paid. The average of dividends does not amount to 5 per 
cent., while our shares cost us £45. 3s, 4d.—that is calculating in- 
terest at 5 per cent., allowing compound interest on both sides. That 
average is on the paid-up capital. If the average was taker on the 
paid-up capital, it would not amount to 5 per cent. There is no limi- 
tation in the company’s act, In 1848, the Guardian Society in Hull, 
made some complaint of the price Mr. Malam charged for gas. He 
was then charging 6s. 8d., and continued to do so till the end of his 
lease. When the company took the works into their own hands they 
agreed to return Is, 2d. per 1000 feet, and reduce the price to 5s. 6d., 
which was approved of by the Guardian Society. Mr. Malam had 
refused to reduce the price, and the company paid the 1s. 2d. per 1000 
for two years and a quarter. In 1851 the company took possession, and 
reduced the price from 5s. 6d. to 5s., and at the close of last 
year to 4s. 6d. Our price for the public lamps is £4 and £2. In 
1837, when making oil gas, we were indicted for a nuisance, 
and fined £50, but no attempt of the kind was made since. My 
offices have been for the last two years within 100 yards of the 
works; but I do not intend to tell this honourable committee that there 
cannot be some smell from gas works, but not such as to amount to 
j} 2 nuisance, I know Broadley-street twenty-seven years, and it, and 
\{ the streets around it, have been always disreputable. Our works had 
|; No tendency to give them that character. [Witness having handed in 
a table showing the price of gas, coals, &c., in a large number of 
towns, proceeded]: I am against the local board, having the means 
|| of taxing the public, and becoming a trading company. Noprivate com- 
pany could compete with them. The local board have paid us £1000 
of arrears, but they owe us half-a-year’s rent on the quarter ending 
|| January last. ‘They owe us another quarter on the Ist of April, 
i} which, in round numbers, makes £700. Our coal is brought from 
|| Silkstone, a distance of eighty miles, It is the best Yorkshire coal 
|| for making gas. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Merrywetner: When I tell you that my 
enormous salary has been £10 up to the last year, the abandonment 
of the clerks by the respective companies cannot affect me very 
{| much, nor constitute my ground of objection to the transfer of the 
manufacture of gas from the companies to the local board. I hold 
twenty-two shares, In resisting your offer of £20,000, I do so because 
the shares of the company are worth more. I know that to multiply 
the number of shares by 44 it would make only £25,000 and odd, 
or £5000 more than what has been offered; but we may not like 
|| to sell. I have allowed compound interest in my estimate, but I have 
|| charged it both ways. I have another calculation, which, according 
|| to the bankers’ system—that of taking a rest every twelve months, in 
the ordinary way—makes very little difference. It makes £43. 163.101. 
I called on Mr. Malam on Thursday night, in company with Mr. 
Smith and snother gentleman, in reference to giving evidence, and 
he refused to come. He referred to a report which he regarded as a 
confidential communication, and which he thought ought not to be 
made use of against his own employers; at the same time, he said, he 
had informed the promoters of the bill that he had promised to render 
us every assistance, had he felt himself open to do so. He almost 
besought us that we would not examine him. 

Re-examined by Mr, Brown: I believe this bill is not popular 
with the disinterested, though it may be with the promoters and the 
Guardian Society. 

To Mr. MerrywetuEer: The Guardian Society consists of the 
j se a of Hull generally, and with that body I think the bill is 

ular 
Peto the Commrrrgr: There are about 91 shareholders in Hull, and 
'| about 120 shareholders altogether, [Witness handed in a list.] There 
'!are nineteen executors holding fifty-four shares, twenty families 
holding sixty-six, and the rest are held by individuals in their own 
| right. A considerable number are held in trust. Mr. Malam cer- 
|| tainly did say that if, under the circumstances referred to, he were 
|| called, he would do us more harm than good. 
| Mr. William Jackman examined by Mr. Brown. 
} I am superintendent and manager of the Hull Gas Company’s 
}| works, I have been engaged for upwards of thirty years in connec- 
)| tion with gas works, and have been, off and on, connected with those 
||gas works since 1830. I was employed there under Mr, Malam’s 
‘management, [Witness having stated the gradual reductions of price 
‘ that had taken place since 1830, proceeded,] The last coals we had at 
the gas works cost 14s. 2d. perton, In my opinion the public lamps are 
| not a source of profit to the company. The gross amountof rent] last 
| year would be ahout £6500; £6000 of that would be derived from gas, 
; and the remainder from coke and tar. Last year the private consump- 
| tion was £4800, and under the head of public rental—that is, gas sup- 
H plied by contract—is £1200. Some of this £1200 belongs to the Dock 
| companies and the Trinity-house. The street lamps for the year were 
| £1000. There will bea loss on them. The annual cost of lighting, 
cleaning, and repairing, is 8s. 1ld. per lamp. It is the same, both as 
| to the half and full lights. There are 194 large lamps which pay £4, 
}and 105 small ones which pay £2. The small iamps censume more 
|; than half the quantity of gas consumed by the large, ‘The small I 
(have calculated at 34 feet per hour, but I feel no hesitation in saying 
they consume fully 4. The full lights consume 6 feet. The contract 
|| for lighting the public lamps is from sunset to sunrise ; but we com- 
|; mence before sunset, and also commence to extinguish before sunrise. 
| They burn, as nearly as I can calculate, about 3900 hours. We burn 
:; them on moonlight nights. A full-light lamp would cost 4s. 1d. per 
|| 1000 feet in a year, including the cost of lighting. I think the 
| average expense for lighting alone would be about 2s. 74d, a light, but 

I have not calculated 1t. 

|| are derived from lighting shops and houses. 
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We have had no com- 


of them. We have never been short of a Saturday night. We have 





| It is inferior to Liverpool, which is lighted by a private company, and 


The profits of the company, in my opinion, | 


plaints about the quality of the gas; if we had, I should have known | the proprietors, and holding office for a long period, will be mu¢ 


never had less than 13,000 feet unconsumed on Saturday night. We 
take stock on that night. We were never deficient of a supply. Our 
works are quite sufficient to keep up a constant supply to every one 
that wants it. Our works are capable of producing one-third more 
than what was required last year. Our profits increase with the con- 
sumption. We have an excess of pressure in every part of the town. 
The illuminating power of our gas is equal to 14 or 15 candles, 
Three or four complaints about offensive smells have been made in so 
many years, but on two occasions they did not arise from the works, 
On one occasion the smell arose from a defect in the fittings in the 
Sessions-house ; and the other was from a meter brought into the court 
as evidence in a dispute between some of the companies. We have| 
used every precaution to prevent the works from being offeusive to 
the neighbourhood. Our works have been carried on on the most 
approved system of gas making. I do not know of any houses in the 
neighbourhood of the gas works that are not let. I should say they 
are more fully occupied than the houses in any other part. There is| 
a grease manufactory in the neighbourhood of the works, which gives 
out very offensive smells. I know few gas works so well situated, 
I was in Hull during the cholera of 1849, and none of the men engaged 
in the gas works were effected with cholera. 

Cross-examined by Mr. M. Surra: Some classes of persons prefer | 
living near the gas works on account of their employment. Gas costs 
us about 2s, 9d. in the gas holders, after deducting tor coke. We sell | 
coke at the present time for 10s. per chaldron. I was wrong in stating | 
that the coke was deducted; after allowing 72d. for coke, that leaves | 
2s, 2d. for gas, as the cost price in the gasholders. We have not got| 
a station meter; it is not necessary to the economical management of 
small works. We have a governer, but it is out of repair. We regu- 
late our pressure more by a sliding check valve. We have no ex- 
hauster, We have sixty-seven clay retorts—none of iron, We have 
no scrubber, but we have a washer. 

Do you, after these admisions, adhere to your opinion that you are | 
carying on the works on the most approved principles ?>—No answer. 

Exhausters in works of this kind are not considered economical. | 
10s. a chaldron for coke is a high prive, but we have been used to sell 
it as low as 4s, Last year we produced, on an average, about 9400 
cubic feet of gas from a ton of coals. We get about 124 cwt. of coke 
from aton, A chaldron is about 16 cwt., and we sell that at 10s, 





Tvurspay, Arrit 11, 

The committee met this day at twelve o'clock. 

Mr. Wm. Jackman was called, and his cross-examination resumed 
by Mr. Brown: We get 3s. 7d. per 1000 feet for the large lamps, 
and 2s. 33d. for the small lamps. I make the average 2s. 74d., be- 
cause the half lamps consume more than half the quantity of the! 
large ‘lamps. The cost of manufecturing 1000 feet of gas is 2s. 9d, ;| 
that is, pretty nearly 2d. more than the public pay for it, [Witness | 
then put in the following details] :— 

Cost of 1000 feet of Gas, Manufactured and Delivered at the Burners, 

ending March 31, 1853. 


! 
| 
The committee then adjourned to twelve o’clock next day. | 
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Those prices apply to last year. Owing to the price of coal, the |! 
prices for the present. year would be considerably increased. The |; 
gross amount of gas we manufacture per annum is 26,000,000 or} 
27,000,000 cubic feet. Iam not acquainted with the Drypool Com- | 
pany, but I have seen their balance sheet. I believe that, for a con-| 
siderable time, their £20 shares sell for £23. There are 600 shares, || 
and about 5 per cent, has been paid on the paid-up capital. The! 
company was established about six years ago, and has been improv- | 
ing from the commencement. 
Mr. Geddie Pearse examined by Mr. Brown, 

Iam a civil engineer, residing in London. I have followed for ; 
thirty-five years that branch of engineering connected with the crea- | 
tion «nd man»gement of gas works, both oil and coal. In 1820 I was | 
entrusted with the management of some oil gas works for the 
Emperor of Russia, in St. Petersburgh; and for about twenty years I 
was superior engineer to the Incorporated British Gas Company of || 
the City of London, and engineer-in-chief to the Provincial British 
Gas Company. I have recently constructed new gas works for light- |; 
ing the city of Norwich, the Staffordshire Potteries, and several other | 
places. During the last twenty years I have frequently visited Hull 
for the British Gas Company, and have on some occasions resided in | 
the old town for weeks together. I occasionally tested the quality | 
of the old Hull Gas Light Company's gas, and found it very fair. || 
I never heard any complaint of it, either as to quantity or quality. || 
They charge 4s. Gd, per 1000 cubic feet for it to private consumers. | 
I consder that price toolow. I have been occasionally in Manchester, |; 
and noticed the gas supplied tothe public lamps there, but cannot | 
speak as to the quality of the gas because I never tested it, but I) 
consider it to be inferior in illuminating power to most towns I know. | 


it is very much in‘erior to Hull. I consider the outlay at Manchester | 
excessive in proportion to the gas produced. ‘The prices are also 
much higher than in other towns, taking into account that the con- | 
sumers pay also for the gas works. I conclude from the nature of | 
things that a private company, managed by directors responsible rq 
| 
better managed than an establishment conducted by the members of | 
; a ——— 
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corporate bodies who are continually liable to be changed. I have 
not known a case where the ratepayers got their gas cheaper by 
taking itfrom a corporate body. I know of no better situation for gas 
works in Hull than that oceupied by the Hull Company. The works 
are capable of producing a much larger supply than is at present 
required, I know many gas works surrounded by houses (there are 
twelve in the metropolis), and in other respects similarly situated to 
those of Hull, In Liverpool, the new works are out of the town, but 
that will not be the case long, for a neighbourhood will soon grow up 
about them. I am a shareholder in four metropolitan gas companies, 
and three other companies; and I find that not only with respect to 
those seven, but perhaps seventy or eighty that I could name, the value 
| of them is generally from twenty-two to above sixteen years’ purchase 
| of the average dividend for a series of years, Eighteen or nineteeen 
| years’ purchase would certainly not be too high. I think the Hull 
| Gas Works are capable of supplying 30 per cent. more gas; and, con- 
| sequently, as the demand went on increasing the shares would become 
more valuable. I do not think the local board of health gave the 
British Company a fair price for their works. The price was £47,500. 
|The company sold at an inadequate price, under the iufluence of 
| threatened competition from a body possessing the power of prevent- 
|ing them from laying mains, pipes, &c. In my opinion a station- 
meter is not necessary in such small works at those at Hull. A 
; station-meter is an excellent foreman and accountant, but he makes no 
gas. (Laughter.) 

| Cross-examined by Mr. Montacue Smren: In a place like Hull it 
| would be better to have the ground otherwise appropriated than to 
| gas works ; but the works are in as good a place as they can be in the 
| town. I have always thought it better to have gas works out of town, 
eut I have invariably found that wherever you put gas works a neigh- 
| bourhood springs up around them. 

| Re-examined by Mr. ALexanperR: The station-meter would not 
‘benefit the gas works at all; it would merely save the manager some 
trouble. I was manager and engineer of the British Incorporated 
‘Company. The greatest quantity of gas produced by that company 
was from 150,000,000 to 160,000,000 per annum. That quantity was 
| supplied by two works, and was more than was supplied by all the gas 
‘ works in Hull, ? 

| Thomas Hawksley, Esq., examined by Mr, ALEXANDER, 

| “You are a civil engineer?—I am. 

| And reside in London, I believe ?—Yes. 

| And have had a good deal of experience in the construction and 
| 








management of gas works ?—Yes, very extensively. 

For how long a period ?—Twenty years or more. 

Can you name to the committee some places where you have been 
\yemployed in connection with gas works?}—I have been engaged in 
'| most of the large towns in the kingdom, and at this time am making 
;, considerable gas works both in England and abroad. 

;; And I believe you have had onsiderable experience as a witness 

‘“pefore committees on gas bills—c. mmittees of both Houses ?—Yes, I 

|| have frequently been called upon those occasions. 

Do you know the town of Hull?—Yes. 

|, And you are probably aware of what we may call the gas district in 

| Hull?—I am. 

Do you think that part of the town which is a kind of island is well 

supplied by the Hull Gas Company ?—Yes. 

' The larger portion to the west by the British Company, and the 
more thinly populated district to the east by the Drypool Company? 
—Quite so. 

Have you lately inspected the Hull Gas Works, in order to enable 

\you to give the committee a recent account of them?—I have. 

How recently ?—A few days ago. 
In what condition did you find those works ?—I found them ina 
|\wery good general condition—in good working order. 
| Did you inspect only the Hull Gas Works, or did you inspect the 
others ?>—I saw the others, but my attention was directed to the Hull 
| Gas Works. I went down on behalf of the Hull Gas Company. 
And did you make an inspection of them ?— Yes. 

|; And you made, I suppose, a careful and minute inspection of those 

| works ?—I did, 

|| Now the district which is supplied by the Hull Gas Company is 

| rather isolated by the dock and the river Hull ?— Yes, and the river 

Humber on one side, 
The river Hull and the docks?—It is included within a sort fof 

semicircle, of which the Humber is the straight side. 

None of the companies, I believe, carry gas under the docks, or 
under any of that water boundary which bounds the whole town ?—I 
believe they do not; an attempt was at one time made to do so, I be- 
lieve, but the pipes filled with water and failed. 
||. Then I suppose, from the circumstances you have mentioned, if gas 

be carried by pipes underneath that water boundary, there would be 

‘| considerable liability to leakage?—There is very great difficulty in 

accomplishing the operation now. Of course at the time the docks 

| were being made it might have been effected with comparative facility, 
but under the existing circumstances it would be an operation of very 

great difficulty. . 

Supposing even the difficulty were mastered, and pipes were carried 
there, there would be the same liability to leakage ?— No, there would 
not be leakage out of the pipes take place, but possibly a leakage of 

|, Water into the pipes. 

That would be deleterious to the gas?—No; I do not think it would 
| be injurious to the gas, but it would be a matter of considerable diffi- 

|, culty'to keep them clear. 

|| To that extent, I suppose, it would be injurious to the transmission 
|| of gas ?—Yes, 

1 With coals at 13s. 10d. a ton, do you consider that the Hull Gas 

||Company supply their gas at moderate terms at 4s. 6d. per 1000 
, cubic feet?—Yes, I do. 


; 


They are really moderate, considering the extent of the district, the 
amount of manufacture, the price of coals, and other articles which 
they are dealing in. 

Do you consider they supply it upon terms as low as the charge is 
in all other towns of great magnitude ?—Yes. 

Do you attribute this moderation in the charge in a great degree to 
the advantages the company are deriving from having spent their 
dividends upon improving the works during the prior years of their 
existence ?—Yes; as I understand a very large sum Sockontl has been 
expended by the company, in addition to the nominal capital. 

That large sum so expended, being taken from themselves in the |! 
amount of dividend, they expended upon the works?—Yes. 

And the consumers are now reaping generally a benefit from that? 
—By themselves and their lessees. I believe about one-half more 
than the whole share capital has been expended, in addition to the’! 
whole capital. 
I believe you have been engaged on the part of corporations that} 
are manufacturers, as, we are told, Stockport and Manchester, as well | 
as on the part of private commercial companies?—I am frequently | 
engaged by corporations, and at the present time, perhaps, I am more | 
engaged by corporations than companies in different engineering 

operations, 

At all events, your employment in that capacity 
fully acquainted with the management of both ?—Yes. 
I ask what your judgment is as to gas works being conducted by! 
private companies or by corporations; which do you think most | 
beneficial to the public ?—Decidedly by private companies, { 
As a general rule, do you think that the price of gas supplied by || 
corporations is higher than the price of gas supplied by compa-| 
nies ?—It is. As a general rule, corporations seek to make profits 

out of the gas consumers to apply them for the benefit of other de- 

scriptions of ratepayers, which of course is always very unjust, as it | 
is levying a tax upon one portion of the community for the benefit of | 
another portion. 
And that is the principle upon which the corporation of Manchester | 
have proceeded, I believe ?>— Yes, with this additional disadvantage — | 
that the corporation of Manchester have made the gas consumers pay || 
for their own works, and yet they charge the gas consumers a much | 
higher price for the gas than they would be charged if they were 

supplied by a company who had found the capital; it is a very hard | 
case indeed at Manchester—very oppressive to the gas consumers. | 
The gas works at Manchester were never in the hands of a private 
commercial company; they were in the hands of the town com- 
missioners at first, and then afterwards of the corporation ?—That 
was 80. 

They were not taken compulsorily even there from a private com- 

any ?—No, 

Will you state the money the ratepayers of Manchester have had 
to pay for the plant?—About £400,000 has been laid out by the 
Manchester corporation and their prececessors, the commissioners, in || 
the construction of gas works. ‘the Manchester corporation have 
always maintained the gas ata very high price to the consumers, and 
in consequence of doing that, and having a complete monopoly and a 
very large population, they have been enabled to make very high 
profits—protits they have expended partly in redemption of the cost 
of the gas works, that operation having been effected to the extent of 
£300,000 out of the £400,000; the consequence is that the gas con- 
sumer has purchased his own works, practically. The remainder of |! 
the profits they have applied till lately, when they have also applied 
it in another way in aid of the improvement rate of the town; conse- 
quently the gas consumer who is rated, along with other parties, in 
the improvement rate, is made to pay a second rate, and frequently a 
very large amount of second rate, in the price of his gas. Some persons, 
indeed, pay five or six or even ten times the whole amount of the 
improvement rate in the exaggerated amount of gas rate. 

And, under the circumstances you have mentioned, the gas con- 
sumers being purchasers of their own plant, it would be just they 
should have the gas at cost price? — Whatever the corporation supplies | | 
— whether gas or anything else—the corporation should, trom the very 
nature of its constitution, supply at prime cost, because, unless it does 
that, it inflicts an injury upon one class of ratepayers for the benefit 
of others. 

What is the proportion of gas consumers to non-consumers in popu- 
lous towns ?—Generally speaking, in England there are three non-gas 
consumers to one gas consumer, 

One-fourth ?—One-fourth. 

Commitrre: There could not be that proportion of gas consumers 
out of the whole of En.land ?—-In the towns I am speaking of, towns 
supplied with gas, that are supplied with gas under good circumstances 

Mr. ALEXANDER: My question was limited in terms to large towns? 
—There are three nun-consumers to one gas consumer; in many 
towns the number of houses supplied with gas does not amount to 
more than one in five or more than one in six; but in the best supplied 
towns in England it amounts to one in four, and in the best supplied 
towns in Scotland it amounts to one in three, 

That is the ratepaying population you take into the calculation, 
not the general population, of course?—I am taking the houses and 
premises—the rateable premises—as entered in the rate book. 

You have spoken of the high ry at which the gas is charged 
at Manchester. Now, in Liverpool is the gas of a good quality?— 
The gas is of a very superior quality in Liverpool to what it is in 
Manchester. 

We have already been told that Liverpool is supplied by private 
companies ?>—Yes. 

Will you tell the committee what is the price at Liverpool as com- 
pared with that at Manchester ?—'The price is lower, and has for 
many years past been lower at Liverpool, than it is at Manchester. 

Comittee: How much ?—It is 5s. at Manchester, and 4s, 6d. at 


Liverpool. 
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| That is founded upon your experience of other places ?—It is; and 
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Mr. ALEXANDER: The maximum is 5s. at Manchester ?—Yes, the 
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great mass of people always pay the maximum rate, because it re- 
:| quires a very large consumption to get itat the minimum. __ 

The great mass of the consumers are manufacturers ?—They are 
great consumers, but not the great mass of the consumers; they are 
the great consumers for the time their mills are lighted, but their 
|| consumption is not by any means the largest amount of consumption. 
I suppose shopkeepers, publicans, and others, are those persons 
‘who consume the greatest quantities of gas ?—The publicans and 
|| shopkeepers burn lights at a late hour in the evening, and conse- 
quently, as the millowners are restricted from keeping their mills 
||open beyond six o’clock by law, the millowners only burn during a 
|| portion of the year, the two winter quarters; and they only burn a 
|| very short period, two or three hours—during the winter quarters a 
'| couple of hours, in fact. 
ou say the gassupplied at Liverpool is superior to the gas supplied 
||at Manchester. Can you give the committee the per centage of supe- 
riority—is it 5 per cent. better, do you think, or 20 per cent. better ? 
—It is from 20 to 25 per cent. superior in illuminating power ; it has 
been tried a great many times. 
| Commirrez: Are they both made from the same coals ?>—They are 
‘| both made from the same coals brought from Wigan—cannel coal. 

Mr. AtexanpveR: The Bolton Company charge only 3s. per 1000 
|| cubic feet, though nine miles from Manchester :—That has been the 
| price from June last. 
| In spite of the increased price of coal ?}—Yes. 

' That is managed by a private company ?—Yes; it is 3s. from June 
| last. 
|| Can you shortly tell the committee your opinion as to the superiority 
| of management by private companies over corporations? Do you find 
|now, from your experience of gas companies, that the public—the 
consumers—are constantly pressing upon private gas companies for 
|| improvements ?—Yes; and that does not apply only to gas, but to 
many other companies. The difference between the two cases is this— 
that the public are always urging the gas company on to further out- 
|| lays for their benefit ; but, with regard to a corporation, the public are 
|| rather always acting to restrain them from further outlay. The con- 
|| sequence is that the works of a corporation always fall into a very 
|| inferior condition, compared with the works of a company. The 
—— of the public—the external pressure of the public—upon 

the two is just in the reverse directions, 

|| _ You have given the instance of Manchester; is Stockport similarly 
,| cireumstanced—managed by the corporation ?—It is, and has been for 
|| some years past. 
What do you say as to the fluctuation in the management of a gas 
,} concern, which must necessarily occur when managed by a corpora- 
|| tion, compared with the comparative fixity in the direction of a private 
|| gas company ?—A company can do this: it can always accumulate ex- 
|| perience. A corporation cannot accumulate experience ; every election 
makes it new to its work. 

Now, if mistakes are made by corporations in the management of 
gas works, is there any ready means of remedying them?—Not at all; 
especially if they are made on the side, as it is called, of economy, 
|| because the great mass of the ratepayers are not intereste? in the con- 
||sumption of gas; they are only interested in the diminution “ ” 

outlay ; and the consequence is, that they ®ways oper A Sn, 50S 
representatives restrictively, as reg=*35 the out’ ¢ ate upon their 

And corporations “9™yo¢ practical’-, + eS al 
‘Nos that is one of the greatest e-). "4 erase te compedres }— 
| ciliiian te aeenanidlen whic * -vuls, And not only they cannot be 
1 me P gen a induces the remedy of absolute defects 
=> a ®caus”; companies have their defects as well as cor- 
eee ; Dut tr na pressure can be brought to bear upon them to 
| ese y the’ defects, by means of a threat of the worst possible 
i y. an namely, the introduction of competition ; but you not only 
|| ©?" not introduce competition where public money is invested, but it 
4! operates in this way—that, besides not being able to introduce com- 





| 
| 





| petition, it is a restriction upon the legislative power. The Legis- 
ature cannot be called upon to interfere for that purpose with a 
|| corporation, whereas a company can be brought before Parliament in 
|| a variety of forms. 

\| Competition cannot be exercised against a corporation?—No; the 
|| influence of Parliament over a corporation is very insignificant, com- 
|| pared with its influence over a private company. 

i| What is the general condition, as far as your experience goes, of 
|| public undertakings in the hands of corporations, as compared with 
|| the condition of undertakings in the hands of companies? Do you 
\| find by experience that they are generally in a worse state in the 
|| hands of corporations than in the hands of private companies >—They 
|are; and, however well they may be originally constructed for corpo- 
rations, they generally fall back into a state of very inferior capability. 
|In the first place, they do not introduce the improvements which 
|| may be forced upon private companies. Every now and then, in the 
| history of all companies, the expenditure of a very considerable sum 
of money in the way of expense must be incurred in effecting some 
| alteration or change: that heppens in every company. If, in a large 
!company, £20,000, or £30,000, or £50,000 is at once wanted, and 
| nothing less than that will effect the necessary change, it is likely to 
be forthcoming; but if that occasion happens, as it will happen in 
time, to a corporation, there is the greatest objection raised by the 
public ; they are all against that large outlay for the necessary pur- 
| pose. Iam speaking from experience. The parties who are willing 
and anxious to have that lar.e outlay, because they believe that the 
expenditure of that money is a necessary thing, are generally turned 
out at the next election, and a body of men are put in for the very 
purpose of preventing that outlay being undertaken. 

Commitree: That applies to every corporate institution ?>—It does ; 
‘and a most vicious fight—I am not using too strong a term—a most 
| vicious fight, extending over a long period of years, then commences 
in consequence of that. ; 

Mr, ALEKANDER: You, I collect, will be of opinion that the only 
true interest of the public consists in leaving undertakings of this sort 











in the hands of private enterprise, and not conferring them upon | 
municipal bodies ?— Yes; and more so because municipal bodies-ought | 
not to be traders in any article; they are instituted for local govern- || 
ment, and not to trade in any article which can be furnished by any || 
other class of the community. They might as well trade in bread ;, 
and the arguments are more strongly in favour of trading in bread || 
than they are in gas, because the whole community take bread,. but || 
only a portion take gas. 1} 

Or candles, or oil >— Yes—anything. i} 

= that opinion of yours fortitied by and founded upon experience }; | 
—It is, 

Do you think they are capable of being readily increased, if: the|| 
demand should increase ?>—Yes; what they want now—though, in- |, 
deed, it is not a want, but a profitable thing for the works, in that , 
sense—is an additional gasholder, and they have purchased property 
for the purpose of constructing it; but that is only a convenience, | 
because they are able to supply without it. 

It would be a convenience to themselves, but no particular benefit 
to the consumers ?>—It would enable them to use rather fewer retorts. 

Do you think the interests of the inhabitants of Hull would be| 
injuriously affected by transferring the works to the Local Board of 
Health ?~I have a very strong feeling upon that subject—not merely | 
that the interests of the people of Hull, but that the interests of the | 
people of any town would be affected by transferring from the hands 
of a company to the hands of a corporation any works of this| 
description. 

Iremember your being examined on the Halifax bill last session, | 
and the Bolton, I believe, too. Do you recollect that these powers) 
were sought for, and were refused by Parliament ?—Yes, compulsory | 
power to purchase the Halifax Gas Works was sought by the Local | 
Board of Health of Halifax; and it was contested before Parliament, || 
and Parliament refused to grant that power. | 

Was that the case with Bolton likewise ?>—At Bolton the case was’ 
somewhat different. Clauses were inserted in the bill now before 
Parliament to enable the corporation to construct works themselves, | 
there being other gas works in the town. | 

Did you ever know, in your experience, of Parliament sanctioning | 
the compulsory purchase of gas works by a corporation or a local 
board >—No ; I believe there is no such instance; I must have known 
it if there was any such instance, and I do not believe there is any 
such instance. Parliament occasionally gives power to one company 
to take the works of another company, where that particular company 
stands in the way of a greater object, as, for instance, if a railway 
was to pass through Hull, and it were necessary that the railway 
company should make their works across the works of the Hull Gas 
Company, then Parliament would possibly give power to the railway 
company to take the gas works, | 

But not give power to the railway company to become gas manu-| 
facturers ?— Certainly not. | 

Did you ever hear of an instance of power being %6 4 locai board to|! 
become a gas company by way of competins wit); Giner gas works ?— || 
No, in no instance; I do not (aimk there is any. It has always been || 
laid down a8 > | :inciple that public money should not be brought 
into competition with private capital. ’ , | 

Then, if they were authorised to compete with us, with the power | 
of purchasing our works, they might by competition compel us to| 
sell at their own rate >—The ratepayers’ money would be employed to | 
reduce the value of the works of the Hull Gas Company. 

That would be as compulsory in its effect as if it were printed in | 
the act of Parliament?—Yes; and more than that, the Hull gas- || 
rate payers, having found the money, will naturally take the gas in | 
order to get something for their money, because otherwise it would | 
be a total loss, and, therefore, it would amount to depriving the Hull | 
Gas Company of all their consumers. 1 

What is the number of years’ purchase which you say would be the | 
average purchase of the dividends of a gas company which would | 
represent the value of their shares?—When works are voluntarily | 
transferred, as between one company and another company, the i| 
number of years’ purchase gradually ranges from about seventeen to | 
twenty; but then that rate is taken, not upon the profits for the | 
time being, but the profits taking all circumstances into account. | 
What I will call the rectified profits—it may be that the gas work is | 
not fully developed—in those cases, something is added for the non- || 
development of part of the works; and in other cases the works may 
not be competent to the efficient supply of the town upon their then 
immediate footing. In that case, something is deducted to put them 
upon an efficient footing. But, supposing they were not completely 
developed, then the number of years’ purchase would vary, according 
to the condition of the works and other circumstances, from sixteen 
totwenty. Thatis in the case of a voluntary transfer; but in the 
case of compulsion, which has never yet arisen that I am aware of— 
in the case of compulsion, something, perhaps, more than that would 
be added, as in the case of other compulsory sales, such as is given 
under the Land Clauses Act. 

Commrtree: Is there any difference in principle between the price 
of a voluntary purchase and the price of shares in the market? Is 
not that a voluntary purchase >—I can answer your question in another 
way. The rate at which gas shares have lately been sold in well- 
established companies, since money has been cheap, has been about 
twenty-four years’ purchase ; for instance, at Nottingham, our shares | 
Learing a limited dividend of £2, 10s. each, have been sold at £60 
within the last three or four months; being never able to pay more 
than £2. 10s., they have been sold at £60 by auction. That is twenty-| 
four years’ purchase. Agen pan: > 

When you say £2. 10s., that is without the possibility of increase? 
—Yes. 

Mr. ALexanpeR: Having made a recent inpection of the Hull Gas 
Works, and knowing the district they supply, do you think that 
£20,000 is anything 6 gheeemean | the sum at which they ought to be 
put down to be bought voluntarily or otherwise?—No; any es | 
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man in this room would give a great deal more; I should be very 
giad to get them at a sum much higher than that myself. 

This estimate has been furnished by Mr. Bannister, who is not 
leonnected with gas works. I suppose it requires, in order to form 
an accurate estimate, the knowledge and experience of some person 
|| connected with that particular branch of manufacture?—Undoubtedly ; 
| but, not having been previously present in the room, I do not know 
to whom you refer. 

But you state, from your examination of the works, and knowing 
the district, that £20,000 would not be sufficient?>—No; I under- 
stand the annual profits to be about £3500. 

Supposing that was made the test of the purchase money, what 
ought to be the sum given ?—If it was a voluntary sale between two 
companies, the lowest rate would be upwards of £60,000. 

We know by the analogy of all other proceedings where public 
works are carried out, there is always an addition made to the pur- 
chase money for compulsory sale?—With landowners, certainly. 
| Cross-examined by Mr. M, Smrru. 

You have said you have have a strong opinion against corporations 
having these powers. I believe you have been called in a great 
number of committees, have you not, to express that opinion? —A 
strong opinion based upon experience. I have no prejudice on the 


ou have been called usually by companies for this purpose before 
arliamentary committees?—No; I was called the other day by the 
‘Bolton corporation, and, being asked on that occasion a similar ques- 
tion by one of the members of the committee, I gave the answer I 
have given to day, that in my opinion it would be a very undesirable 
thing to transfer undertakings of this character to corporations. 

Have you not frequently been called by companies to express 
this opinion—indeed, usually >—Very often. 

Have you not usually been called as a witness before committees 
for companies ?—Frequently I have; but I think I have been called 
by corporations as often as by companies. 

To express the same opinion?—No, not to express the same 
‘opinion; but when I have been asked my opinion I have given it as 
I have now. 

Mr. Heron is on one side, and you on the other. I believe that is 
the general course of things ?—lhere is this difference between us, 
that I have seen both sides of the question, and Mr. Heron has seen 
only one. Mr. Heron is earnestly desirous that whatever occurs at 
Manchester should be imitated at other places, and for very obvious 
reasons. 





| And you are very desirous that your opinion should be taken ?— 
No; it is not in that sense, it is from the result of my experience. 
You have given the price in Manchester : 5s. isthe maximum, and 
4s. is the minimum, I think ?}—I have not got the scale of the Man- 

chester Corporation Gas Works with me, but I believe 4s. is the mini- 
| mum ; but that is upon a quantity so large that it is almost impossible 
| to be approached—it is a theoretical scale, descending by large incre- 
| ments in the consumption, so that it is scarcely possible for any one 
to attain a lower price. 

It is a graduated scale from 5s. to 4s. ?—Yes; but the scale goes so 

| low that scarcely anybody can expect to reach the bottom. 
Is about 4s, 6d. the average charge?—No; the average of the con- 
. sumption would be about 4s. 9d. 

That is gas made of cannel coal ?—It is gas professed to be made of 
cannel coal; but I should certainly venture to entertain some doubt 
whether it is made of cannel coal, although professed to be, because 
its equality is so inferior. 
| My learned friend asked you about the docks. You said there 
|! would be a difficulty in laying pipes now that the docks are made. 
Do you know that pipes are already laid under the docks ?—I am 
aware that some pipes have already been laid, which pipes have 
failed, and are at this present moment full of water. 

Do you know that they have never been used for gas, but that they 
| .are laid to carry gas pipes >—No, I do not. 

You do not know that >—Not laid to carry gas pipes. 

You do not know the fact?—I am sure there are some pipes laid 
'which are now carrying telegraph wires, and which, I believe, are 
| full of water. 
| You do not know that there are pipes laid, or regular tunnels made, 
| to receive pipes, under the docks at Hull?—No, I do not. I inquired 
into that, and I am inclined to think it is not so. 
}: Ifyou do not know that, your opinion cannot be worth much as it 
| is?—I inquired into that when I was down there. Of course, I could 
| not see them. 
| Do you know places where they are laid under water >—Many. 


i 





I suppose at Bristol, among others ?>—A great many places; Liver- 
pool, and a great variety of places; but then it is one thing to lay 
them under water when the docks are empty and in course of con- 

| struction, and another thing to perform an operation of that kind 
\.afterwards, and especially at a place like Hull, where the ground is 
| exceedingly wet—it is a mere mass of silt. 
|, -CommitrEE: It can be done, 1 suppose ?—There is scarcely any 
| operation of engineering that could not be done. I would undertake 
to do it, but I would not undertake to do it at a light expense. 

Mr. M. Smirn: Supposing there is a tunnel under the dock sil] 
already made, I suppose the expense would not be very great?—If 
there is a suitable tunnel the expense would not be very great, but 

| then that depends upon the nature of it. 
| You have never seen it?—I never saw it, but I made inquiries; but 
\df it is full of water it is not suitable. 
| As an engineer, you merely determine by inquiry—you have never 
seen it >—No, I have not. 

You say that at Bolton the price is 3s.; it was reduced in June; 
| what was it before that?—I think it was 4s. 

Have they got competition at Bolton ?—No. 

Was there not a competition started last year >—No. 


Do not you know it was suggested to put clauses into the Bolton 
Improvement Bill to give the corporation the power of supplying 
gas ?—I know they were put in, because I have been examined upon 
it for the corporation, and I gave the same opinion when I was | 
examined for the corporation that I have given now. 
— this reduction came, you say, in June last, from 4s. to 3s.?— 
es. 
I believe a great many acts have been passed, giving corporations 
power to manufacture and supply gas >?~-No; I think not. 
I will just refresh your memory. There is the Oldham. Do you} 
know that—in 1852'—No; I do not. I almost think they bought | 
the company. 
My question to you was, whether power had not been given to i 
corporations to manufacture and supply gas to towns ?—Oh, I under- || 
stand your question ; I thought you meant where there were existing i 
companies. |} 
Where there were existing companies, have they had power to buy | 
them?—There are several cases in which corporations have bought | 
the works of companies. 
And Parliament has sanctioned that >—Parliament has sanctioned 
that when it has been done by agreement, 
I believe Oidham is one of those?—I think Oldham is one of the 
cases. 
Great Malvern, in 1851, was another?—No; I do not know. } 
| 








Spalding in last year >—Spalding was a power to buy. 
And also to manufacture, whether they bought or not, I believe >— || 
No; I was the engineer for the commissioners of Spalding. 
I ask you whether, in Spalding, notwithstanding the power to buy, 
there was not also power to manufacture, and to compete ?—No; I, 
am quite sure of that. I have been called upon since by the com- || 
missioners of Spalding to advise them again as to whether they || 
should or should not buy the company, and I advised them not, \F 
ComairrEe : Not to buy?—Not to buy; that is not more than six i 
weeks ago, 
Mr. M, Surru: My learned friend introduced a great number of} 
bills in his speech. Do you not know that at Yeovil, powers have | 
been given to the corporation to manufacture and supply gas ?—Sup- lf 
ply in what sense? t 
Manufacture and sell gas to private consumers ?—No ; I think not. || 
I know this, that full thirty years ago corporations were allowed by | 
Parliament to make gas for the supply of the public lamps, and that | 
those powers were granted toa great many commissioners, It was 
usual then to have commissioners for the government of towns 
instead of corporations; but then they were restricted from making} 
gas for the supply of private individuals, and that, consequently, 
there was not one single case in all the kingdom, notwithstanding the i} 
many instances in which powers were granted, in which the corpora- |; 
tions or the local commissioners ever made the gas works. | 
Commitree: Because of that restriction?—Yes; they never made || 
gas works at all; I believe there has not been a single instance in 
which a corporation ever made gas for the supply of the public 
| 
| 
' 





lamps alone. 
Then in all those instances in which you say they have the power, || 
you say that they have not availed themselves of it?>—They have not. 
I think there is not one single instance. 
Mr. M. Smiru: In which they have availed themselves of the 
power ?—None. 
At Manchester they have }—Manchester is a different case, There 
never was a company at Manchester. 
I thought you said there was no case in which the corporation ! 
manufactured gas ?—No. I} 
Commirree: In the sense of a competing gas company ?>—Yes. {} 
Mr. M. Smtr: The Spalding Act, I find, gives power to the com- |! 
missioners to manufacture gas on first giving notice that they are}! 
ready to buy the Spalding Company ?>—Yes; and if you will go on | 
| 





you will find they must buy them, It must not be merely upon notice 
that they are to make it. 

I beg your pardon, it is precisely the clause that we are now || 
proposing. If you will look it, you will find that there is power to || 
manufacture, but they are first to give notice that they are ready to || 
buy the company ; if the company are willing to sell to them, they are || 
to purchase, that is all. ‘That is the act of last year (handin the | 
same to the witness). It is so, [ think?—{The witness eatel the || 
same.] I see I am rght; at present I do not find any power to || 
supply the inhabitants with gas except they have purchased the); 
company. | 

That is your construction?—No; I do not know what I might find 
if I were to read the whole act; but I do not see any at present. 

‘That it shall be lawful for the commissioners to manufacture gas, |! 
and to provide gasometers and all apparatus and machinery necessary | 
for the purpose, and to purchase or rent on terms to be agreed on, and 
not in exercise of any compulsory power vested in them, any land not 
exceeding five acres, which may be necessary for the establishment of | 
gas works ; and also to sell, dispose of, or manufacture the refuse of any || 
such gas; and also to contract fur and purchase any gas works, gas || 
apparatus, mains, pipes, and machinery within the limits of this act; 
and upon any contract being made or entered into by the commis- 
sioners with the owner or owners of any gas works, gas appa~- 
ratus, mains, pipes, and machinery, within the limits of this 
act for the purchase thereof, it shall be lawful for such owner 
or owners to sell and convey the same and all right and interest 
therein to the commissioners for such price or consideration as 
shall be agreed upon for the purchase of the same: provided always 
that it shall not be lawful for the commissioners to construct any gas 
works, machinery, or apparatus for the manufacture of, or to manu- 
facture or supply, gas, or to rent or purchase land for the establish- 
ment of gas works, before they shall have given notice in writing 
to the owner, or one of the owners, of the gas works already esta- 
blished within the limits of this act, stating the willingness of the 








Or a threat of one ?—No, not to my knowledge. I think not. 





commissioners to purchase the existing gas works, apparatus, mains, 
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|pipes, machinery, and other things belonging thereto, upon such 
| terms and at such price as shall be agreed upon between the commis- 
sioners and such owner or owners as, in case of difference, shall be 
ascertained and settled in the manner provided for by the Railway 
} Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, with respect to disputes to be set- 
| tled by arbitration ; and unless the owner or owners of the gas works 
| already established, as aforesaid, shall, for forty days after such notice 
| Shall have been given, neglect or refuse to signify in writing to the 
} commissioners, his, her, or their assent to the sale to them of such 
| gas works, apparatus, mains, pipes, machinery, and other things, as 
| aforesaid, upon such terms and at such price as shall be agreed on or 
be ascertained as aforesaid: provided that, if such notice as afore- 
}said shall not be given before the expiration of ten years from the 
| passing of this act, it shall not be lawful for the commissioners to con- 
| struct any gas works, machinery, or apparatus for the manufacture of, 
;}or to manufacture or supply, gas, or to rent or purchase land for the 
establishment of gas works, within the limits of this act.’’? The clause 
gives the power for them to purchase works, and to manufacture gas, 
}and supply gas; but imposes a condition that they shall first give 
|notice to the existing gas company that they are ready and willing 
to purchase; and they are to give that notice within ten years after 
A | the act?—I am quite clear about my view of it. 


| Iam referred to the 85th section—“That the money which shall 
arise from the gas rates, rents, and assessment to be raised or re- 
jceived under this act, or any act incorporated herewith, shall be 
applied, first, in paying the interest from time to time to become pay- 
able on any money borrowed on mortgage of the said gas works and 
gas rates, or otherwise on the credit thereof, under the provisions of 
this act; secondly, in setting apart a sinking fund, as hercinbefore 
} provided, for paying off the principal sum so borrowed; and, thirdly, 
|in carrying the purposes of this act into execution, so far as regards 
| gas works, lighting with gas, and the matters and things in connection 
| therewith.” We are now upon the point whether Parliament has 
{ever given power to a corporation to compete with a private com- 
| pany >—It was not so; it was done by an agreement between the two 
| parties: the clause was inserted by agreement. I am stating what is 
|actually within my own knowledge. The clause was inserted by 
| agreement. between the two parties, The parties on the one side of 
the agreement were a small party, consisting of Messrs. Crosskill, of 
Beverley, and Mr. Maples, of Spalding, who were not constituted 
| under any act of Parliament whatever, but had erected gas works for 
|the purpose of supplying that small town with gas. You will find 
no power to sell gas there till the gas works are bought; but the 
notice, you as a lawyer know, sets up a contract between the parties. 
That notice is by agreement between the parties; here it is by com- 
pulsion. You are proposing to insert, in the one case, by compulsion; 
) in the other, it was by agreement, word for word. It may be similar, 
| but circumstance for circumstance it is not: that makes all the differ- 
ence in the world. I was the engineer concerned, and I know all 
about it. 

You say that experience accumulates in companies. I suppose 
companies are managed by directors, but they have managers and 
engineers who are the persons immediately concerned in the manage- 
ment of the works; is not that so—a sail wicenger and an engineer ; 
that is the usual course of business?—No doubt; who are controlled, 
of — by the directors or the committee of the council, as the case 
may be. 

But still the real executive, as far as the works go, are the engineer 
and the paid manager, I suppose —They are the controlled executive. 
But they are the persons who have the actual experience in gas- 
making, and of any improvement ?—It should be so ; the corporation 
of Manchester, curiously enough, decided, upon the appointment of an 
engineer to the gas works being vacant, that they would not have any 
| person to fill that office who was acquainted with gas engineering. 
That happens to be a practical fact. - 

But are gas companies managed usually, as far as the manufacture 
of gas goes and all improvement of gas goes, by the engineer ?—No; 
you said gas works, not gas companies. 

|" Task whether gas companies are not usually managed by the engi- 
‘neer and manager ?—Then I must answer no, because the companies 
are not, but the works are. 

The works of companies are so managed ?—Yes, 

I suppose the directors themselves usually know very little about 
the manufacture of gas?—Generally speaking, they acquire a very 
considerable knowledge upon that point. 

But I suppose they yicla, like other persons, to men who, like your- 
self, are engineers and the managers of the works?—They yield so 
long as they think their managers or engineers are in the right, but 
they exercise an experienced judgment. 

I suppose corporations carry on also by means of managers and 
engineers >—Sometimes they do, and sometimes they do not. It 
sometimes happens that they put in their own officials, or it may be 
sometimes they put in persons from favouritism who are quite incom- 
| petent people for undertakings of this kind. 

| They do not put in competent people, you think ?—Very frequently 
they do not, sometimes they do. 

But you have spoken in a way that involves the notion that there 
are a good many corporations that are engaged in gas making. You 
|say sometimes they do and sometimes they do not?—No; I am 
directing my answer to the various undertskings in which corporations 
are concerned, as well as gas ; for instance, water—some corporations 
have the management of water in their hands. 

And that you think wrong?—I do; but not wrong to the same 
| extent as gas, because one is a manufactured article and the other is 
jnot; they go further wrong in a manufactured article than they do 
in an unmanufactured article, 

If I understand you, you see no distinction between the supply of 
gas and the supply of bread and meat; one might be as well in the 
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more so. All the arguments which apply to gas, apply with very 
much stronger force to bread. 
Practically, have you ever known of a corporation 
supply bread?—No; nor till lately, I believe, I never 
corporation applying to supply gas. 
e-examined by Mr. ALEXANDER. 
In principle, you think there is no difference?—No; but the prin- 
ciple applies more strongly in the one case than in the other, because 
a corporation might say, “ We can buy the very best flour, have it 
ground in the very best manner, and, by doing the business on a large 
scale, we can save a great number of shopkeepers’ expenses—bakers’ 
expenses—and, of course, we can sell the bread cheaper and better 
than ordinary tradesmen could.” 
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You say corporations do not always appoint competent people to 
conduct and carry on the works, and you give us an instance, the 
corporation of Manchester, who have come to the resolution not to | 
appoint an engineer to their works ?—A resolution practically not to 
do so. I do not say they have entered it upon all their minutes. 

Was Mr. Wyatt the parliamentary agent in the case of the Spalding 
bill? —Yes. 

Do you remember communicating with him on the subject of | 
introducing the clause by agreement ?—Yes. 

Does that fortify your memory upen the matter?—Yes; but I | 
knew it as a fact. | 

You say you have been employed by corporations as well as by | 
companies, and you gave evidence on the part of the corporation of | 
Bolton this session, and that, when the question was put as tothe | 
comparative merits of the two systems, you gave the same answer ag | 
you gave here ?—Yes; the question was asked by an honourable > 
member of the committee. 

You were called by the corporation, aud gave the same answer ?}— 
Y 


es. 
My learned friend has compared you with Mr. Heron, and says he 
is on one side and you are on the other ?—Yes. 

You are not identified with any corporation, as he is ?—No, 

Nor identified with any particular company to which he is op- 
posed >—No. 

In the Bolton bill, were the gas clauses removed from the bill?— 
Yes. 

You gave evidence on the part of the corporation there, but the gas 
clauses were not successful ?—They were not. The company came at 
the same time for power. The company got their power, and the 
corporation did not get theirs. 

Did they seek for compulsory power?—I believe they did. L 
forget the exact form of the clause; but at all events, they sought, in 
addition to buying up the gas company, to be enabled to make gas. 
themselves for the supply of the town. 

For the private consumers?—For the private consumers. 

They did not obtain that power?—They did not. 

CommitreE: Were they opposed by the gas company ?—They were.. 

Did I correctly understand you to say that, from your experience, 
you knew that no power had ever been given toa corporation to com- 
pete with a private company ?—I believe that is the case. I know of. 
no.instance ; in fact, it would destroy the private capital necessarily. | 
But in Manchester they have no monopoly—they have no legal. 
monopoly, Anybody could establish a manutactory for gas in Man- |’ 
chester if he could get people to take his gas >—No, because there is | 
no power; that has been decided by the Court of Queen’s Bench,,| 
in the Sheffieid case, There is no power to open the streets, except 
in those who are authorised by Parliament. 
Mr. M. Situ: But Parliament could give that power ?—Parlia- | 
ment can give power of any kind. | 
Commitree: Ifa company could get an act they could compete?— 
Certainly; but if they could get an act the competition would be of 
very little service, because, the ratepayers’ money being invested, the 
ratepayers would underbid the company. 

Mr. ALEXANDER: Practically, it would exclude all competition ?— 
Nobody to sell against them. | 
Mr, ALEXANDER put in the acts of Parliament to which he had 
alluded in his address, and stated that that was the case on behalf of 
the gas company. 
Mr. Sergeant WrancHam was heard to address the committee 
upon the case of the ratepayers. 
Adjourned to April 27, | 

Tuurspay, Arrit 27, li 
Mr. Hore Scorr replied on the part of the promoters in a speech of 
great power and ability. After commenting upon the evidence offered 
by the several petitioners against the bill, he said: I come to the real 
opponents of the bill—Mr. Alexander, on behalf of the Hull Gas 
Company, and Mr. Sergeant Wrangham, in his real capacity of counsel || 
for the Cemetery Company. ‘The learned sergeant was placed in a} 
position in which counsel sometimes find themselves, that of having.|' 
to speak for somebody through the mouth of somebody else. It was 
quite evident that, while the ratepayers appeared to claim his especial | 
care, his real sympathies were quite as much enlisted on the side}, 
of the cemetery company, and he could not prevent this from oozing |’ 
out continually in the progress of the case. With regard to the gas), 
company, I quite sympathise with my learned friend, Mr. Alexander, 
who came down to the committee ready to address them upon the 
grievance of a compulsory purchase, and then found that no power 
of compulsory purchase was sought for by the promoters. It was a 
hard case for counsel, indeed. My learned friend had bestowed, no 
doubt, great pains in forming the arguments which he would lay 
before the committee on this main point, and then, alas! he found |, 
there was no occasion for them. As it was, however, the speech was 
delivered; the mark was removed, but the gun was, nevertheless, 
fired. And that absolves me from the necessity of dealing with the 
manner in which my learned friend levelled hie artillery. I am here not 
for the purpose of asking for powers of effecting a compulsory purchase 
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hands of the corporation as the other, you say !—Quite so—indeed, 








of the works of the gas company, but merely to ask you to allow us to 
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deal with them if they wili sell, and of giving them notice of our inten- 
tion to supply gas to the town if they willnotsell. [After examining 
the outlay which had been made by the Hull Gas Company, and con- 
tending that the proposition made by the promoters would, if carried 
out, be no hardship at all to the shareholders of that company, Mr. 
Hope Scott proceeded :]— And this leads me to observe upon the case 
of the other two gas companies whose works we have arranged to 
|take at a fair price. We trust the committee will sanction the con- 
| tinuance of this arrangement. Of course we touch now upon a question 
|of principle, which is—whether the improvement commissioners of 
| Hull should not be allowed to manufacture and sell gas within the 
| borough of Hull. Upon this point you have had a great many pre- 
| cedents cited, and we know that, as regards several important towns 
|in the United Kingdom, Parliament has given its assent to the supply 
| of gas by public bodies in this way. We know that water is supplied 
so in many places. We know the that the Public Health Act does 
not contemplate the supply of water to the town by the local board 
except for definite purposes, It contemplates such a supply for the 
cleansing of sewers, the providing against fire, and the furnishing 
| water to the lowest class of houses; but, nevertheless, the principle of 
|a complete supply to towns by public bodies has been adhered to by 
, Parliament, and has been found to work advantageously as regards 
| the general interest. The great objection which exists to the separate 
control of the streets, the taking up and laying down of mains for 
water, gas, and sewerage purposes, being in different hands, is gene- 
rally admitted, and it is regarded as but fit and reasonable that the 
| whole thing should be managed by one body. The whole tendency 
|| of legislation is now to make public bodies independent of commercial 
| companies for the supply of that which is essential to the well-being 
of the community. In Hull the public lamps are already under their 
| jurisdiction, and the only question now is whether, as in the case of 
|| Manchester and other places, you will allow the commissioners there 
|— without any invasion of the rights of private property, but either 
| by voluntary agreement or open competition—to supply gas to the in- 
habitants. Your lordship and the committee are aware, I think, that 
|| with the two other gas companies we have already come to terms, 
| and the company which stands out is just the one which, from its 
[situation, is the paramount nuisance of the town. Carrying on its 
| work in the centre of the borough, and in one of its most populous 
| neighbourhoods—subject to occasional indictments as a nuisance. 
The Caarrman: That was in the time of the oil gas. 
Mr. Hore Scorr: Well, my lord, I do not press that point further 
than to show that a general nuisance is created by the existence of 
| the works in their present site. The committee heard what was said 
| by the various witnesses as to the desirability of removing the works, 
|and upon that there cannot be two opinions, Well impressed by the 
| public benefit which would arise from such a removal, we ask you 
| not to force the gas company to sell, but allow us to come, if possible, 
| to a private arrangement with them for the purchase of their works ; 
| and we ask for powers to supply the inhabitants from works situated 
without the town, which could easily be done from the Sculcoates gas- 
| house without the annoyance to the population of a manufactory of 
| such a description just under their noses, Where is the injury to the 
| gas company if they are not forced to sell? If, as they say, their 
present charges are not too high, why need they fear competition ? 
My learned friend evidently felt his case to be weak as regards the 
; position of the company, and therefore he called evidence to raise the 
' question of whether public bodies should be entrusted with the supply 
of gas at all. The contradictory evidence of Mr. Hawksley and Mr. 
Heron, both men of very considerable ability, merely showed that this 
matter was not yet completely settled as a matter of principle by Par- 
liament. It was not denied that the gas supplied by such corpora- 
tions as had the power of doing so was excellent, nor that they did 
not supply it as cheaply as private companies; but what was charged 
against them was, that they did not supply the gas so cheaply as they 
might. No doubt ofit. But the profit all went in the relief of the 
rates, and this was very much like six of one and half-a-dozen of the 
other. It was, however, a ratepayers’ question, If the ratepayers’ 
said the gas ought to be supplied without any profit at all, the council 
| would of course do so; but all this was a matter of after arrangement. 
| An objection has been raised to the insufficiency of the estimates. 
Now, the sum we propose to raise is £150,000. Of course, it is im- 
| possible to give anything more than a proximate estimate of what 
will be required for the objects of the bill, but we have given you that 
| proximate estimate, and we have shown you a very considerable 
balance in hand upon that estimate. We appropriate £100,500 for the 
j purchase and extension of gas works, and Mr. Bannister’s evidence 
“has given the committee the detailed items of this estimate. In the 
| evidence of that gentleman, £47,500 is put down for the purchase 
| money of the Sculcoates works; £20,000 for the purchase of the Hull 
| gas works ; £13,000 for the Sutton or Drypool works; £20,000 for 
extensions or alterations, with a margin for contingencies, making 
| altogether £100,500. To this estimate the greatest objection raised 
has been on the part of the Hull Gas Company, who confidently think 
| themselves worth a great deal more than we think them to be. Now, 
| 1t appears that at this moment the shares of the Hull Gas Company 
| are worth something like £40. Well, you have only to multiply £40 
by the number of shares, and you get the market value of the works 
directly, ‘Lhis works out, I think, to about £22,000, which would be 
| the price fetched if every shareholder were to bring his shares into the 
| market and to sell them at the market price, £40 each. ‘This, there- 
fore, is a practical mode of trying the accuracy of our estimate, and 
one would think it would be sufficient to show that we have not pro- 
ceeded upon a very erroneous basis in our calculations, With regard 
to the Sutton, Drypool, and Southcoates Company, we have taken 
their capital at par. Of course, we ate obliged to adopt some general 
plan in dealing with these things, but the real question is, whether we 
have or have not allowed a sufficient sum in the way of margin to 
cover any probable increase of value in these works beyond the value 
we have estimated them at. We have left, as I said before, £20,000 

















for extensions and alterations, with a margin for extras; and, besides) 
this, we shall have upon our general account £9500 entirely unappro- | 
priated. Upon the gas account, our estimate is £100,500; for ceme- | 
teries we allow £30,000; £3000 for the erection of offices; £4000 for 
the purchase of land adjoining the gas works in Sculcoates, to the | 
extent of twenty-eight acres, for the establishment of pumping stations ; | 
so that there is £9500 of margin, besides whatever margin is included | 
in the £20,000 allotted for extensions and extras in the gas account. | 
With regard to the cemeteries, we find that with a capital of £15,000 
the present cemetery company have made their present works, and | 
have made them not only sufficient for the reception of interments, 
but, as appears to be the case, have them ornamental as well. We 
accordingly consider that, in estimating the cost of laying out two 
other cemeteries at £30,000, we are putting it down at a handsome 
figure. Of course, there is some margin of doubt as to the exact cost, 
but for this we think we have amply allowed. I have thus, I think, 
remarked upon the various features of the bill to which objection has 
been taken on the part of the opponents. In doing so 1 have been 
called upon to occupy your time at considerable length, but not at 
greater length, I think, than I was justified in doing, and not, I think, 
upon points in which you took no interest. Thanking the committee 
for the attention with which they have heard me, I now leave the) 
case confidently in their hands. 

The room was then cleared, and the committee remained in delibera- | 
tion for nearly an hour and a half, but, being unable to come to a deci- | 
sion that evening, adjourned. | 

Fripay, Apri 29, 

The committee assembled at twelve o’clock. They remained im 
deliberation three-quarters of an hour, at the end of which time 
parties were re-admitted, | 

The CuarrMan then announced that the preamble was passed, with 
certain amendments, the powers sought, with regard to the formation 
of cemeteries, and the general improvement of the town being retained, 
and those with tateel to the abolition of existing exemptions from | 
rates, the power of supplying gas, and the supervision as to the sale 
of coal, being struck out. ‘Thus, at page 3 of the preamble of the 
amended bill, the words, “ to provide gas works, and supply gas for 
the borough,” would be struck out. In line 26 of the third page, the 
committee struck out the words, ‘* for the prevention of fraud in the} 
sale and delivery of coals.” The paragraph, ‘‘And whereas it is ex- 
pedient that certain exemptions from rates to be made or assessed by | 
the local board, and which may be now claimed under the acts here- | 
inbefore recited or referred to, be extinguished,” was struck out. The | 
fifth paragraph of page 4, ‘And whereas it is expedient that the) 
local board be authorised to purchase the several gas works aforesaid, | 
and to maintain, alter, or discontinue the same,” would also be struck | 
out. With the important exceptions the committee were of opinion 
that the preamble was proved. 

After a few moments’ consultation with the promoters, 

Mr. Merewetuex said he was enabled to state the course which 
the promoters were now prepared to take. They accepted his lord- 
ship’s decision and that of the committee with reference to the) 
preamble of the bill, and accepted that preamble in its altered form.| 
Accordingly they would proceed to put the bill into a proper shape to | 
come before the committee on Monday. With regard to the exemp- | 
tions from rates, as the powers of abolishing these exemptions had) 





| 


been struck out, he supposed the ratepayers’ opposition would cease, | | 


and, as the gas powers sought for had been also struck out, they hoped 
not to see the Hull Gas Company here again. (A laugh). Altogether 
he should almost expect that on Monday the bill would be proceeded 
with as an unopposed measure, 

Mr. Trnpat ArxrInson, on the part of the ratepayers, could not! 
pledge himself to abandon further opposition. The bill was a very 
voluminous one, and they would have to go through it carefully. 

Mr. Frost, as solicitor to the Dock Company, said that company | 
had petitioned against the bill, in order to procure the insertion of a) 
clause of exemptions which were contained in the existing improve- 
ment acts. These clauses were as nearly settled between the company | 
and the promoters as could be, but he begged to be understood that 
there was at present this petition before the committee. 

The committee then adjourned until Monday. | 

Monpay, May 1. 

The committee met again this day to go through the clauses of the 
bill. Before the proceedings commenced, | 
Mr. Hore Scorr called attention to the case of the two gas com- | 
panies which had agreed to sell their works. The promoters were, 
desirous that these agreements should be confirmed, subject to the! 
proviso that they should not sell or manufacture gas within the Hull | 
Gas Company’s limits. In this way the promoters would enter into 
no opposition with the Hull Gas Company, and a boon would be con- 
ferred upon a large portion of the inhabitants, to which there seemed 
to exist no objection. 

Mr. Tuomrson Hankey : Is this proposition admitted to be a fair 
one as towards the gas company which is not willing to sell its 
works. 

Mr. Hore Scorr: We would guarantee them their own district, and 
would bind ourselves not to supply that district 

Mr. Hanxey: But they might wish to extend their works into the 
adjoining district. 

Mr. Wetts (counsel for the gas company): It is in evidence that 
pipes have been laid under the docks w ich have not been used, but 
if they were used we should not be secured against a ruinous com- 
petition with a body which is not using its own but the public’s 
money. 

Mes Horn Scorr: We would at all events guarantee not to manu- 
facture or sell gas within the limits of the Hull Gas Company; we 
would not invade their limits or lay down pipes within the island 
formed by the docks and the Hull. 

Mr. Wetis: If we really have to consider this proposition, we 
shall certainly require time to do so; but, the committee having de- 
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| cided that the gas clauses shall come out of the bill, I confess I think 
| that the principle applies equally to the present proposal. The com- 
| mittee have already decided, as I take it, that it was not expedient for 
| a public body to supply gas as was intended by this bill. 

| The Cuarrman (to Mr. Hope Scott) : Would the power you ask for 
enable the local board of health to exclude private competition in the 
districts they would undertake to supply, in case they made the price 
j of gas very high in those districts ? 


Hors Scorr: Certainly not. I presume it would place the 


‘board of health in just the same position as the two companies are in 


| now. 

| Mr. Warr ( parliamentary agent for the ratepayers) remarked that 
‘he understood the ratepayers in Hull had received with great thank- 
| fulness the naws that the gas clauses had been struck out. 

Mr. Wetts said that if the Hull-Gas Company thought fit they 
jmight go into the Sculcoates district. Now, although theoretically 
| that right may still remain, yet practically, if this proposition of the 

promoters were agreed to, it would be impossible for a private com- 
| pany to compete with a public body armed with public funds. He 
| apprehended his learned friend was substantially asking the com- 
| mittee to rescind the decision they had come to on Friday last. 

| The Cuarrman (to the promoters) : You had better put your pro- 
posal in writing, because there is no doubt this will require the re- 
modelling of the preamble to some extent. 
| Mr. Horz Scorr: We venture to think that, as the greater part of 
the discussion related to a particular gas company which did not 
‘come under our agreement, your lordship and the committee may not 
have laid so much stress upon the case of the two other companies 
| which have agreed. 

Mr. Hankey: The spirit of the committee’s decision on Friday was 
| certainly, as I understood it, to exclude the corporation of Hull from 
| having anything to do with the supply of gas. 
| Mr, Wyarr: I may remind the committee, too, that it was part of 
| the case of the ratepayers that the corporation should not supply gas. 
|. The proposal of the promoters to the effect stated by their counsel 
having been put into writing, 

The Cuarrman said: I find, without clearing the room, the com- 
mittee are of opinion that it is not expedient to alter the preamble, but 
that it must stand as it was decided upon the other day. 

The formal reading and passing of the clauses in the bill occupied 
the committee during the remainder of the sitting. All had not been 
gone through when, at four o'clock, the proceedings were again 
adjourned. 

Turspay, May 2. 

The committee met at eleven o’clock this morning, and disposed of 
the remaining clauses, the discussion upon which was of no material 
interest. The bill was then ordered to be reported as an-ended to 
the House; and thus, after twelve days’ patient investigation, the 
labours of the committee were brought to a close. 


Miscellaneous News. 


Tue Sunsurner. — The shop of Messrs. Rumbell and Owen, 
Nos. 77 and 78, Oxford-street, nearly opposite the Pantheon Bazaar, is 
nightly attracting crowds to witness the first public trial of the Liver- 
pool sunburner in London, The effect certainly excels all previous 
rae mm at shop illumination, and we shall endeavour in our next to 
give the details of the construction of the burners and their consump- 
tion of gas. 


GENERAL MEETING OF THE GREAT CENTRAL GAS 
CONSUMERS’ COMPANY. 


||_ The ordinary Half-yearly Meeting of this Company was held at the 
|| London Tavern on Friday, the 28th ult—Mr. THomas Daxrn in the 
chair. 

The business commenced with the reading of the report; but, 
owing to the extraordinary elocution of the secretary, it was very 
difficult to hear even its substance by those at the table, and, conse- 
quently, when the Chairman said, in putting it to the meeting, 
| Gentlemen, you have heard the report,” the greatest surprise and 
| astonishment were evinced by the meeting. 

The Cuainman then read, in a very clear manner, the following 
report :— 

‘** Gentlemen,—The accounts, duly audited by the professional gentlemen 
appointed by the Corporation of London for the year ending Dec. 24, 1853, 
having been forwarded to each proprietor, will enable the meeting to esti- 
mate the financial position of the company. 

“‘ The balance available for dividend for the half year, after deducting all 
trade and working expenses, is shown by the revenue account to be 
£8902. 5s. 7d. (less the £1200 ogrerd to be set aside in April last), out of 
which the directors recommend that asum of £5625, being a dividend 
at the rate of 7 percent. per annum, free of income-tax, be paid to 
the proprietors who stood in the company’s books on the 15th inst., 
leaving a balance to be carried to the credit of the next half-year’s account 
of £3277. 5s. 7d. 

“The rental for the last:year for gas supplied to private consumers is 
larger by the sum of £4106. 15s. 7d. than that of the year 1852, showing a 
steady increase in the business of the company, which only requires the 
continued exertions of the proprietors further to extend. Indeed, it is to 
this source only that increased. prosperity can be looked for, as the addi- 
tional price of coal, labour, and materials of all kinds would, but for the 
existence of contracts, have very much diminished the profits of the com- 
pany; and the directors desire to express their sense of the exertions 
made by Mr. CroJl, during a period of considerable anxiety and difficulty, 
to bop up the quantity and quality of the supply of gas for the use of the 
public. 

“ This amount of undivided balance includes the sum of £1200, which 
in April last the directors recommended should be set aside yearly out of 
the profits to provide for such exigencies as may arise in the repait of the 
buildings and plant: this recommendation was unanimously adopted by 
the proprietors. 
































‘‘ Whilst thus carrying on the business of the company, so as to give the 
shareholders a liberal dividend on their invested capital, your directors 
are gratified in being able to quote the reports of Dr. Letheby, the eminent 
chemist, appointed by the Corporation to test the purity and illuminating 
power of the gas, to show that they have not been unmiudful of their duty 
to the public, but have, with a reduction of one-third in price, likewise 
raised the standard of illuminating power, as will appear from the following 
extracts from Dr. Letheby’s yearly report in February last, to the Com. 
missioners of Sewers :— 

‘** During the year that has just expired I have made 381 photometrica} 
experiments on the illuminating power of the gas supplied by this company, 
and I have found that the average power has been equal to that of 13°4 | 
sperm candles, or 16 wax, each consuming the standard quantity of 120 
grains per hour, This shows the illuminating power of the gas has been | 
highly satisfactory, for it has exceeded the standard of the act of Parlia. | 
ment by exactly 25 per cent. If I had adopted the means which are 
usually employed for estimating the light-giving power of coal gas, the | 
excess of its luminosity over that standard would have amounted to nearly | 
67 per cent.’ “|i 

‘* In pursuance of the provisions of the Companies’ Clauses Act, four of | 
your directors (Messrs. Dakin, Gabriel, Bennoch, and Warren) retire, but, 
being eligible for re-election, offer themselves accordingly.’ * 

The Cuarrman, in moving the adoption of the report, said, the 
company had gone on in an even course on the principles on which 
they had started, and their progress had been sufficiently marked | 
with success. They had met with such little opposition lately, and | 
had so little to explain, that their reports were necessarily of a meagre | 
character. Even his friend Pearse—(laughter)—whom he was happy | 
to see present, would now gladly give his experienced testimony to 
the soundness of their proceedings, and the unfounded nature of his | 
own critical remarks on prior occasions. He (Mr. Dakin) knew | 
enough of Mr. Pearse’s character to believe that he would now 
approve of the report that had been read. He (Mx Dakin) saw in 
that room the faces of many who had been associated with the com- 
pany in 1849—men who had joined them when they had great diffi- | 
culties to encounter. At that time they were cheered on, to a great | 
extent, by the public, for the public had then much to gain by the 
foundation of the company ; but when, in 1850, the company had put 
their hands to the plough, and tested the public as to the amount of 
shares which they would take—as to the amount of support they | 
would give from their pockets—great difficulties were experienced. | 
The public saw that the company was opposed by the old-established | 
bodies, and therefore hesitated in giving their support. The course 
of the company was, consequently, one of considerable difficulty, 
though one of considerable honour. He could not forget that, during | 
the latter part of 1849, when they had to comply with the conditions | 
of the Commissioners of Sewers, and place £75,000 in the bankers’ 
hands, before the company could raise any of the pavements of the 
City of London, This was a wise and necessary precaution on their 
part, but a matter of great difficulty to the company. ‘The company 
were then short of £20,000, but that sum was raised by some of the 
gent’emen on his right hand. From those beginnings the company 
had gone on, until, in the course of three years, they were enabled to 
produce the satisfactory report and balance-sheet which had been 
read. He, for one, had been somewhat disappointed that the pro- 
gress of the company had not been greater. He thought the early 
efforts of the promoters to provide the necessary requirements of the 
citizens of London did demand a somewhat warmer support than 
what the company had yet met with. They were perfectly aware 
that their works and mains were most complete, and that their 
capacity was very great. They had a working capacity of 50 percent. | 
more than they had employment for. He did not expect that, having 
made those preparations, the larger mains at their command would 
be left without employment. The company, having expended a large 
sum in the purchase and erection of a plant, had a right to expect a 
corresponding amount of support; and if the citizens of London had 
rallied round them as they uught to have done, the sure consequence 
would be a further reduction of price. The company, therefore, 
appealed, not only to public support, but to the profit and loss account 
of the citizens of London, and they did not generally neglect that. 
The proprietors had now got their 74 per cent., and something over. 
That was a thriving position to be placed in; but he thought the 
proprietors were entitled to a greater measure of support at the 
hands of the public. It was an old saying, however, that if adversity 
had its trials, so also had prosperity. In a prosperous position of 
affairs we were apt to becume supine, and to want that exertion 
which usually characterised first efforts. He made those remarks, 
not in a complaining spirit, but for the purpose of stimulating them 
to increased efforts for a further measure of success. Notwithstanding 
the sharp competition they had had to encounter, they had an increase 
of rental over 1852 exceeding £4000 ; they had the means of dividing 
74 per cent., and were also able to put by £1200. That was @ 
prosperous condition of affairs on which he might congratulate the 
meeting. (Hear, hear.) ‘I'he company had also kept its pledge to the 
public with respect to the quality of the gas. They had an inspector 
to test the meters, a chemical referee to test the illuminating power, 
and professional auditors to examine their accounts. That was an 
exceedingly wholesome state of things. Dr. Letheby had reported to 
the Commissioners of Sewers that the company had not only kept up 
the illuminating power to the standard required by act of Parliament, 
but had exceeded it by 25 per cent. according to his present mode of 
estimating it; and he stated that, if he estimated it in the way em- 
ployed when the act was obtained, the increase in the luminosity 
would be much greater. The company had, therefore, fully carried | 
out those principles which in less prosperous days they had so loudly 
joseth wsnc 9 (Cheers.) He could not sit down without alluding to 
the trying and difficult occurrences of the last severe winter. Owing | 
to the state of the coal market, some of the metropolitan companies | 
were nearly without the means of supplying their customers with gas. | 
He believed that more than one company had to send round to their || 
consumers to beg of them to consume as little as possible. ‘Such was | 
the difficulty of procuring cozl, that one company was within twenty- 
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\\four hours of exhausting their materials. Now, it would have been 
'\q melancholy thing if at that critical period the Great Central Com- 
‘pany had failed in giving their consumers a full supply of gas; but 
\their contractor, Mr, Croll, by his foresight, energy, and determina- 
‘Ition, had even at that time placed them beyond all risk of failure. 
The public were much indebted to him for the exertions he then 
‘\made. He (Mr. Dakin) was much gratified in believing that during 
the next week that gentleman would be elevated to the magisterial 
‘'bench, thus affording another instance that in this free and great 
|| country of ours no honour or reward is withheld from intelligent and 
virtuous industry. (Cheers.) He (Mr. Dakin) would now be very 
happy to answer any questions that might be proposed, and to give 
| any information that might be required, with regard to the report 
| read and the balance-sheet. He had great hopes that the year that 
'|}was coming would add to their prosperity. He saw several new 
|means for the consumption of gas which gave fair promise of an in- 
\|creased demand for that commodity. In the hall those present might 
| have observed a very beautiful stove, the invention of Messrs. Smith 
|,and Phillips. That invention seemed to be the desideratum of the 
|| present age. By its means the same quantity of heat might be gene- 
| rated and diffused throughout the room as could be supplied by a coal 
\|fire, at the same cost; but, if it should even cost a little more, the 
||beauty and cleanliness of the stove would make it much more pre- 
'\ferable. It was cheerful, warm, and cleanly, and would obviate the 
many evils connected with smoky chimneys, the only cure for which 
was to generate heat without smoke, The Chairman concluded by 


Mr. T. Lvtuam seconded the motion. 
Mr. Penny said there were two or three items in the account which 
appeared to him very large: he referred to the trade charges, wages, 
||and law expenses, 
|| The CHatrman: The trade charges are £1015. 6s. 7d.; that in- 
cludes parties employed in the office. We have two parties employed 
|to test the gas daily; that has cost the company £133. We have an 
litem for canvassers, £131; repairs of meters, £95; repairs of tools 
and service-pipes, £50; and gratuities, £25.1s.4d, ‘These are expenses 
|incident to the carrying on of a large business. All these expenses, 
|though they appear in one line, have been carefully checked by the 
jofficial auditors, who see the receipts and vouchers. ‘The wages 
amount tv £1000. 2s.9d. This is for a large staff of labourers, in- 
|spectors, &c.; and I do not think it is a large sum to be paid by a 
company earning £50,000 a year. (Hear, hear.) 
Mr. Penny : I find you have £443. 10s, 3d. charged for law expenses. 
| That appears to me to be a large sum. 
| The Cuarrman; Itis not a high sum, considering what they have 
|had to do for us. But it is not an average charge, and it is likely 
it will be much less next year. We had some important contracts 
to enter into, and the board thought it better to have them effected 
\ by a solicitor than expose the company to future litigation by having 
.|them badly done. That sum, however, includes, I am informed, £300 
for that memorable trial of Messrs. Tallis. I am sure the proprietors 
| will think that the attention of the directors could not be bestowed 
|on amore fit and proper object than that of refuting the calumnies 
| bestowed upon us on that occasion. The bad debts amount to £500, 
| which is not much on a revenue of £50,000 a year. The bad debts 
|of the year 1852 were upwards of £900, and those of the present 
year are £531. 4s.5d.; but these include allowances to customers 
in cases where it was shown that, from accidents to the meters or other 
‘| causes, they had not the full benefit of the quantity of gas charged 
for. We prefer losing a little rather than, while exposed to such 
sharp competition, lose a customer. In fact, we prefer leaning to the 
liberal side, so far as we can do so consistently with the proper ma- 
nagement of the business. (Hear, hear.) 

A Proprietor (whose name we could not learn) wished, without 
any intention to cast reflection upon the directors, to ask a question 
relative to the accounts. He considered that they had been one great 
means of breaking down the barrier of monopoly, and had opened, as 
it were, a free trade in gas. According to the former accounts, it 
appeared that the rental for fi:teen monihs amounted to £60,000, or 
about £4048 per month, whilst he believed the returns for the last 
tweive months showed something like £3900 per month. He might 
be incorrect in his notions, and if so would be glad to be set right. 

The Cuatrman: Do you allude to the rentals? You will see it is 
stated in the report that the rental for the last year for gas supplied 
to private consumers is larger by £4106; but gas is supplied to public 
lights as well as to private consumers. This sum applies only to the 
revenue obtained from private consumers. The contract for the 
public lights was not so favourable this year as the one before; we 
had a sharp competition, and the profit, although something con- 
siderable— being something like £1200 a year—does not bear the same 
proportion as that by the private consumers. 

‘lhe Proprietor: Former accounts show the revenue of 1852 to 
have been £37,645. 8s. 7d. 

The Cuatrman: The receipts from private consumers for 1853 were 
£41,752. 4s, 2d. 

The Prorrietor: Does not the report for 1852 show a rental of 
£60,000? 

The Cuarrman: The report ending 1852 includes fifteen months, 
the amount being £60,720. ; 

Mr. Croit : That is, for three winter and two summer quarters. 
|| The Proprietor: That gives an average of £4048 per month. The 
|| present accounts do not show so much as that, and yet you say our 
:|rental is improving. I am happy to hear it, but I was under the im- 
,| Pression that we were retrograding. 
|| The Cuarrman: In the rental you allude to you have three winter 
|| Quarters ; but the basis on which the account is made out is, that we 
|| take the entire revenue of 1852 at £37,000 odd. In the winter quarters 
||our rental is double what it is in the summer quarters; and, if you 
|| add that to the entire year of 1852, you will get an average of fifteen 





The Proprietor said, of late they had not been inundated with 
pamphlets and statements, as was formerly the case; but in the last 
one it was stated that a dividend of ten per cent. was secured ; but, 
singular enough, since it had been secured they had never received it. | 
He agreed that 74 per cent. was a handsome dividend if it was truly 
earned, but he wished for a moment to refer to the capital account. | 
It was stated in the report that they had large works capable of doin 
double the present amount of work, and yet the capital account had 
been very largely increased—according to his reading of the figures, | 
he believed, to the extent of £27,000. The capital account was now 
stated at £247,377, and the amount paid for dividends in June, 
last was £5000, and in December £5000, whilst the balance was 
almost equal in amount to the addition that had been made to the 
capital account. 

The Cuarrman: You will find that in 1852 the capital account was 
£212,764. 17s. 11d., and it is now £218,237. 2s. 8d. | 
The Proprietor: Then what is the £247,000? | 
The Cuarrman: That includes the addition of the stock, and | 
everything else. There are lands, works, mains, services, and meters, | 
amounting altogether to £188,954. 6s. 1d. You have added the gas | 
rents and arrears, and the cash in the bankers’ hands. The capital) 
stands as £218,237. 2s. 8d. 

The Prorriztor: According to my reading the capital has been 
increased by £14,079 since you announced that the works were 
capable of doing double what they were doing. | 
‘The Cuarnrman: Take the balance-sheet to Dec. 24, 1852; the 
Jand, works, plant, mains, and services, are calculated at £188,954, 
and the capital is stated at £212,764. 17s. 1ld. Thatis the amount | 
expended upon which we take credit. 
The Proprietor: I must confess I do not quite understand the: 
items, although you have endeavoured to explain them. I was} 
fearful that the dividend was paid out of capital, as was the case some | 
time ago. 

The Cuatrman : I beg your pardon, sir; that is quite a mistake. 
The Proprieror: When we commenced business we were manu-| 
facturing gas and letting it out at the ends of the streets, through the- 
pipes being defective. We were surrounded by foes within and 
without ; and whence, then, did the ten per cent. dividend come? 


The Cuarnman: There has been no dividend paid from the com- | 
mencement except from the proper and legitimate fund for that 
purpose—namely, profits ; and I do think it rather hard that a gentle- | 
man who makes a charge of that kind should not take the trouble to | 
have the charge and accounts quite clear before he makes the charge 
at all, for we have taken the precaution of having public accountants | 
of the City to audit the accounts, who discharge their duty with the | 
utmost rigour; and these accounts come to you signed by their) 
names, and they put down—*“ Balance applicable for dividend, | 
£8902. 5s. 7d.” A shareholder who challenges such an account as 
this ought at least to make himself acquainted with the contents of 
the accounts. 

Another Proprtetor said, that at the last meeting they were given 
to understand that the dividend on the present occasion would be ten 
percent. For what reason had not that expectation been realised ? 

The Cuatrman: The reason I thought I had sufficiently, explained 
in my opening remarks. My expectation was, that we should have 
divided ten per cent., and we might have done it if the support this 
company received bore a proportion to the works we had erected and 
the just expectations we had formed; but, inasmuch as that has not 
been the case, the higher amount of dividend is not available. 

The Proprietor: Is there not sufficient to divide ten per cent. ? 

The Cuarzman: Not with prudence. I do not think it prudent to 
divide to the full extent of our earningss. We should endeavour to! 
secure a uniform rate of dividend—not by dividing every penny in| 
our coffers, but by carrying over a balance to meet any extraordinary 
emergency—such, for instance, as that which was experienced by | 
many companies last winter. 

Mr. Pearse wished to remark, that on a former occasion the state- 
ment of accounts was circulated five weeks prior to the day of meeting, 
* whilst the present balance-sheet reached him only four days ago, and | 
he had not had time to go throngh the accounts as he had wished to do. | 

The Cuatrman: Does Mr. Pearse mean to say that three or four | 
days is not sufficient time to go through an account like this? I may) 
be allowed to explain to Mr. Pearse that these balance-sheets are not) 
printed by the company. The auditors are called in as early in the| 
beginning of the year as the books can be made up and balanced.) 
The books are then put into the hands of the official auditors; they 
take their own time; and in this instance circumstances arose which | 
delayed the completion of the audit; and it was not until they had| 
signed these accounts and sent them in, that the Common Council | 
allowed these copies to be printed for the use of the shareholders, | 
These are not our accounts. They are the accounts of the auditors | 
appointed by the Court of Common Council of the City of London, for | 
the purpose of protecting the public interests, and are printed by them. | 

Mr. Pearse: Still the fact remains as I have stated it. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then carried | 
unanimously. 

Mr. Luiuam then moved that a dividend at the rate of 74 per cent. 
per annum, free of income tax, for the half-year ending Dec, 24, pay-| 
able May 15, be declared, leaving a balance of £3772. 5s, 7d. to be 
placed to the credit of the next half-year’s account. 

Mr. Pearse seconded the motion, and it was agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. D. Samvuets, seconded by Mr. Lutnam, 
£1000 was voted to the directors for their services during the past year. 

The retiring directors, Messrs. T. Dakin, Thomas Gabriel, Francis 
Bennoch, and James Warren, were unanimously re-elected. 


A vote of thanks to the Directors, and also to the Chairman, for 
their exertions on behalf of the company, concluded the proceedings. 


The following balance-sheet was circulated amongst the share- 




















months, 





holders a few days previous to the meeting :— 
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Dr. 
\|"Fo paid-up capital ..............0008. seveececess £150,000 0 0 
To creditors on debentures .....+.sceeeseees+e00e 66,000 0 0 
|| To creditors on bills payable... £5,963 13 3 
!| To creditors ........scccecsseceeer 14,626 12 9 


20,590 6 0 

295 17 10 
1,588 17 0 
8,902 5 7 


\| To dividends unclaimed to date... .. 
To interest on debentures ......... 
Torevenueaccount, for balance todate 


£247,377 6 6 


Dr. 
|| To cost of gas purchased for the year ending Dec. 24, 
| 186 evevcccence £25,139 2 3 


Sere ee eee ee eewesesr esses esos 





£340 8 4 
3,202 12 3 

—, 3,543 0 7 
116 5 2 


|| To interest ..... 2... eee 
‘| To interest on debentures. 


'| To income tax on debenture interest 
!| To directors. ...... eeoee. 1,000 0 
{| To chemical referees...... 227 10 
|; Lo official auditors....... 7.4 
}| Lo corporation inspector... 100 6 
|| To ditto, meter testing.... 30 14 
| To solicitors’ charges .... 443 10 
|, To salaries .... -.- .ee.. 1,623 7 
‘To trade charges......... 1,015 6 
{; Zo stationery and adver- 
|| tisements .....ccceeces 
' To wages . 
|| To rent, rates, and taxes.. 
To bad debts and allow- 
BNCES ccccccccscccccccee 551 10 


421 
1,000 
1,225 


“10 to NDBDACWDRASOSO* 


or 


} 7,690 6 3 

{| ———_ 11,349 
To balance being net profit czrried Gown.........-.. 13,136 

li 

iH £47,624 

Dec., 1852.... 

June, 1853.... 


5,625 0 0 


!| fo dividend declared to 
iT 5,625 0 0 


4, 29 ” ” 
i| 11,250 
,, Lo balance carried down .6..+.e200. 00 8,902 


£20,152 


Examined and found correct, April 5, 1854. 
G, C, Beorir, 10, 
Henry Cuarten:s, 29, Gresham-street, 


GREAT CENTRAL GAS CONSUMERS’ COMPANY. 
Batance Sneet, Dec, 24, 1853. 








Cr. 


By cash at bankers’, viz. :— 
General account ........... 
Dividend account 
Debenture interest account ... 


£3,705 1 0 
295 17 10 
48 10 8 





£4,049 9 6 
By stock (pipes, branches, tubing, &c.) . 2,910 17 4!) 
By gas rents and arrears, &c., fur the quarter ending I 
Dec. 24, 1853... ...0.0 22,179 16 11} 
By land, works, plant, services, and 
meters .... 
By preliminary expenses.......... 
By office furniture and fixtures .... 
By works in progress... .....s00+. 





Pere ee ee ee eeeseseeseee 


196,681 5 9 
20,602 14 7 
753 2 4 
200 0 0 


Examined and found correct, April 5, 1854. 
G. C. Brcuie, 10, Coleman-street, 
Henny Cuarrenis, 29, Gresham-street, 


Revenve Account, from Dec. 24, 1852, to Dec. 24, 1853. 


Auditors appointed by the Corporation 
of the City of London. 


Cr. 


By gas supplied to consumers and public lights, for 
the year ending Dec. 24, 1853 ...........00.00. -- £47,606 


2 4) 
By amount received for transfer fees ...7.........4+ 18 15 0} 


£47,624 17 4°) 
y balance brought down......... cocccccccceeseee 13,186 3 1)| 
y balance from last revenue account, Dec. 24, 1852, | 
as per official auditors’ statement .......... 7,016 2 6 


ee | 
£20,152 5 7)| 

By balance brought down, being the amount available i 
TIN Nii ciiaids e RResesesserss RDM E TG 


Coleman- street, 


; , ' | 
Auditors appointed by the Corporation 
of the City of London. 





,|, AMALGAMATION or tne SHEFFIELD CONSUMERS’ GAS 
| COMPANY witn tue SHEFFIELD UNITED GAS COMPANY. 


{| As might have been expected, the proposal tuo terminate the gas 

agitation in Sheffield, by an amalgamation of the old and the new com- 
|| panies, with the sanction of the parliamentary committee now sitting 
|mpon the bill of the latter, has given rise to numerous displays of 
| popular feeling, and to angry discussions at the meetings of the re- 
|, spective bodies; but, after the grumbling and recrimination usual on 
| such occasions, the leek seems to have been eaten, and the amal- 
| gamation agreed to. The following reports convey an accurate repre- 
sentation of some of the principal features of the close of this 
protracted and hard-fought struggle. 


PUBLIC MEETING OF GAS CONSUMERS, 


i A public meeting, which filled the townhall, was held on Monday, 
|'the 10th ult., ‘*to take into consideration the recommendation of the 
| parliamentary committee to the Gas Consumers’ Company respecting 
{| the bill now before Parliament.” It was called as a meeting of gas 
} consumers: those present were, for the greater part, working men. 
|| Several directors of the new company were present. The mayor (Mr. 
|| Hoole) had convened the meeting in pursuance of a requisition (which 
|| was originated in consequence ot a resolution passed at the gas meet- 
j}ing on the previous Thursday evening), and his worship took the 
||-chair, 
The CuarrmMan commenced the proceedings by stating that he did 
‘| not intend to enter into the gas question one way or the other. What 
he understood, from reading the newspapers, was, that the two com- 
panies were told by the parliamentary committee that a certain scheme 
')thad been chalked out by them (the committee}, which scheme was 
|| offered for their (the companies’) acceptance, the basis of it being an 
‘| amalgamation of the two companies. It had been said that the public 
.of Sheffield had not been at all considered in that bill, Now, he was 
rather of a different opinion. The committee of the town council had 
taken care to introduce into the new company’s bill all the necessary 
clauses for the protection of the public; and he was told that all those 


| 





* 264,447,000 feet, at 1s. 9d. per 1000 feet. 


the right of charging for meter rent. 








clauses, except one, had been embodied in the conditions which formed 
the basis of the amalgamation. The omitted clause would, perhaps, 
be considered the most important one, for it was that which limited 
the charge to 3s. per 1000 feet. He was told that the limit in the 
conditions of the parliamentary committee was 4s, per 1000 feet, with 
Whether or not the public |! 
would be satisfied with that limit, he did not know. His own notion | 
was, that if the new company got their act, with a limitation of price | 
to 3s. per 1000 feet, and no charge for meters, they would tind them- || 
selves mistaken at the year’s end, and sustaining a very considerable '| 
loss. (Hear, hear.) The public could not expect either one company || 
or the otker to give gas at no profit at all—(hear, hear)—and, if the | 

' 

} 





amalgamated company’s dividend were limited to 7} per cent., it 
would not be too great a return for such fluctuating property. But 
the public had to take care that their interests were not sacrificed, 
and see that they got, whether from the amalgamated company or 
not, a supply of pure gas as cheap as possible, consistently with mode- | 
rate profits to the parties who risked their capital in gas works, In! 
the scheme propounded by the parliamentary committee, it was pro- 
posed that three of the directors of the amalgamated company, and an 
inspector to test and report on the purity of the gas, should be elected 
by the council; also, he believed, an auditor of the company’s ac- 
counts. Having given that explanaticn, he would leave the matter 
entirely in the hands of the meeting. 

Mr. R. Ortey moved, and Mr. Porrer seconded, the first resolu- 
tion :— : 

‘“*The Honourable Committee of the House of Commons having sug-. 
gested that the shares of the new company should be considered of the 
value of £4, resolved that inasmuch as all monopoly is dangerous to the | 
interests of trading communities, and being convinced that there exist in| 
the town of Sheffield sufiicient and safe elements for the successful support | 
of two gas companies, this meeting pledges itself to secure, by the disposal | 
of a sufficient number of shares at the parliamentary committee price, | 
namely, the sum of £4, to realise the sum of £15,000 previous to the new| 
gas consumers’ company’s meeting ; thereby placing the company in an} 
independent position, securing to the public a pure and efficient supply of | 
gas at 3s. per 1000 feet, and saving the town from the infliction of any 
future monopoly.” | 








— 
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Mr. Joun Exxiotr suggested an alteration in the resolution, so that 


| instead of the phrase “this meeting pledges itself to secure by the 


| disposal of,” &c., it should read, “ pledges itself to use every effort to 


| dispose of,” &c. 
| The Mayor: There’s some sense in that. 

Mr. Ortey, the mover of the resolution, said the question was not 
| what the shares were worth in the market, but what the new gas 
| company, selling at 3s, per 1000, was worth to the town. (Hear.) 
| Was there sufficient public spirit to ensure the shares being taken up 
| at £4? If there was, the market price would be sure to rise to £4; 
| therefore the difficulty in raising the money was more apparent than 


| real. 
| The resolution, altered as above, was then carried unanimously. 

Mr. Tuomas Taytor, Arundel-street, then moved, and Mr. Jonn 

Sorsy TayLor, seconded— 
“That the following gentlemen be a committee to carry out the last 
''pesolution, with power to add to their number :—Messrs. Schofield, Hum- 
frey, Beal, Booth, Potter, Groves, R. Elliott, George Trickett, Samuel 
Dawson, Thomas Renshaw, C. E. Broadbent, Thomas Peel, Appleyard, 
Whitworth, John Elliott, Charles Ellis.’’ 

The resolution was then put and carried. 
|| Mr. Scworreip proposed to the meeting the adoption of the follow- 
| ing resolution :— 

“ That, in the event of the parliamentary committee determining on the 
| amalgamation of the two companies, this meeting is strongly of opinion 
\\that the gas consumers would have to suffer a repetition of the tyranny 
' and annoyances to which they have frequently been subjected by the agents 
of the old company ; and that, in order to avoid a recurrence of these 
||evils, the two companies should be merged in the corporation on the terms 
| suggested by the committee.” 

The Mayor said that the resolution he was about to put to the vote 
was not a very practical one, because the corporation could not take 
| the gas companies without an act of Parliament, which of course 
| could not be got this session. The argument of his friend Mr. Scho- 
|| field showed that it would be exceedingly unwise in the corporation 
| to interfere at all. Mr. Schofield said the old company had wasted 
| their money in useless expenditure--in bad pipes and defective works, 
j\and that it would be an absolute loss to he amalgamated with them 
|'and their works. Therefore he (the mayor) would say—have nothing 
| todo with them; let them fight their own battle before the com- 
| mittee, and the gentlemen of the new company would fight their (the 
| gas consumers’) battle as far as it was possible todo. (Applause.) 
| He would strongly recommend that the latter part of the resolution 
| (suggesting that the two companies merge in the corporation) should 
| be struck out. 
|| Mr. Boor remarked that if the two companies were amalgamated 
| the town would have to be saddled with the old company’s works 
| just the same as if the corporation had them. 

The Cuairman replied: Not if the public were properly repre- 
sented. His worship then asked if the latter part of the resolution 
was to be expunged ? 

Mr, C, E. Broapzenrt replied in the negative. 

The motion was then but to the vote, and the balance of votes was 
against it, although, as the chairman observed, there was an immense 
number of neuters—as many as three-fourths of the whole meeting 
ke thought. The announcement that the proposition was lost was 
followed by loud cheering. 

Mr. Beat moved— 

‘That the best thanks of this meeting be given to Messrs. John Elliott, 
| Sohn Sorby Taylor, and the working men’s commiitee, for their efforts on 
} behalf of the Gas Consumers’ Company, aud for their trouble in calling 
| this meeting.” 
| The working classes, he remarked, had done their duty in this meet- 

ing: he wished the other classes in the town, who had more interest 
jin cheap gas, had done their duty as well. ‘The directors of the new 
|\company would never have listened to any terms if the shopkeepers, 
| merchants, and manufacturers had put the company in the position it 
|, ought to have been in when the movement was originated. 

Mr. Wuitwortu seconded the motion, and expressed his belief that 
the £15,000 would easily be raised. 
| ‘The motion was then carried with one dissentient, 
| Mr. Buanp (Haymarket) reiterated a previous complaint that £5 of 
| 
| 
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| 
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the fund raised by the working classes towards the new company’s 
ilaw expenses had been kept back. 

The Mayor would not allow any discussion on the subject, as it 
had not anything to do with this mecting. 

Mr. J. S. Taytor having acknowledged the vote of thanks, 

Mr. C. E. Broapsent proposed a vote of thanks to the chairman, 
| which was seconded in several places and carried by acclamation. 
The Mayor, after expressing his sense of the compliment, said he 
| Was only sorry that the resolutions had not been of a more practical 
nature, He was afraid that no good would come of the meeting; but 
‘they had expressed their opinions upon the subject, and they must 
|now await the result, 





TOWN COUNCIL, 


At the usual monthly meeting of the Town Council, held on 
| Wednesday, April 12, 
| The Mayor said, it would be in the recollection of the council that 
at the last meeting there was considerable discussion on a point of 
order introduced by Mr. Alderman Hoole, as to the right of parties 
having any pecuniary interest in matters before the council to vote or 
Speak upon them, It was raised on the gas question. It seemed to 
jthe town-clerk and himself, after the meeting, that the question 
jaffected the council so materially as to the order and regularity of 
their future proceedings, that it was expedient to take the opinion of 
counsel upon it. Neither of them had much doubt about the question, 
as the act seemed pretty plain; but, as some gentlemen thought other- 


by the gentleman who introduced the question? They took the 
opinion of Mr.Cowling, The town-clerk had drawn the case very 
fairly and impartially—so much so that no gentleman could say what 
was the view of the person who drew the case. The town-clerk would 
now read the opinion. 

Mr. Boorn wished to have the case also. 

Mr. Inonsive objected that the council had decided not to take al 
opinion. 

The Mayor: We took it on our own responsibility. 
The Town CueErx said, that the council only negatived the proposal | 
to take an opinion suspending proceedings in the meantime, The 

case and opinion were as follows :— 

‘* By the Municipal Corporation Act, 5 and 6 Wm. IV., cap. 76, sec. 28, 

it is (amongst other things) enacted, ‘that no person shall be qualified to 

be elected or to be a councillor or an alderman of any borough during such 

time as he shall hold any office or place of profit, other than that of mayor, | 
in the gift or disposal of the council of such borough, or during such time 
as he shall have directly or indirectly, by himself or his partner, any share 
or interest in any contract or employment with, by, or on behalf of such 
council, provided that no person shall be disqualified from being a coun- 
cillor or alderman of any borough, as aforesaid, by reason of his being a 
proprietor or shareholder of any company which shall contract with the, 
council of such borough for lighting, or supplying with water, or insuring 

against fire, any part of such borough.’ | 
‘The Sth and 6th Vict., cap. 104, entituled, ‘An Act to Explain and | 








Amend certain Enactments. contained respectively in the Acts for the 

Regulation of Municicipal Corporations in England, and Wales, and Ire- | 
land,’ recites the greater part of the above provision of the Municipal | 
Corporation Act; aiso a similar provision in the Irish Municipal Corpora- | 
tion Act; and likewise that doubts had arisen as to the extent and meaning | 
of the words ‘contract’ and ‘office or place of profit’ in the said enact- 

ments, and that it was expedient that such doubts should be removed; 

and then, by sections 1 and 7, proceeds to enact that the word ‘ contract,’ in 

the said respective enactments, shall not extend, or be construed to extend, 

to any lease, sale, or purchase of any lands, tenements, or hereditaments, 

or to any agreement for any such lease, sale, or purchase; or for the loan 

of money, or to any security for the payment of money only; and ‘ that no 

municipal commissioner, councillor, alderman, or mayor shall be deemed 

to have been or to be disqualified to be elected, or to be such commis- | 
sioner, councillor, &c., by reason only of his having or having had, directly 

or indirectly, by himself or his partner, any share or interest in any lease, 

sale, or purchase of any lands, tenements, or hereditaments, or any agree- 

ment for such lease, sale, or purchase; or for the loan of money, or in any 

security for the payment of money only.’ 

** And by section 2 it is enacted, ‘That it shall not be lawful for any 
member of the council of any borough to vote or take part in the discussion 
of any matter before the council in which such member shall directly 
or indirectly, by himself or his partner or partners, have any pecuniary 
interest.’ 

**Tn the borough of Sheffield there is an old gas company supplying the 
inhabitants with gas, under the anthority of an act of Parliament. They 
also supply gas to the public lamps, by contract with the commissioners 
under the Town Improvement Local Act, such commissioners being a dif- 
ferent body altogether from the town council. ‘Lhe town council, further, 
purchase gas from this company for the purpose of lighting their Council- 
hall, and the police offices and prisons in the Townhall; but as yet they | 
have not purchased gas of the new company hereinafter nentivenl, 

‘About a year ago a new gas company was established in Sheffield, 
under the authority of the Joint-Stock Companies Act (7 and 8 Vict., 
c. 110), which proceeded to construct works, and to break up the streets, 
lay down pipes and mains in many parts of the town, and supply gas to the 
inhabitants. Actions, indictments, and other proceedings were com- 
menced against them for such breaking up of the streets, and the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, in full court, decided that they had no right to do so, 
even with the consent of the surveyors of the highways, which they had 
obtained, 

** In consequence of that decision the new gas company discontinued the 
further breaking up 2f the streets, but still supply gas as far as their pipes 
are laid, and have applied to Parliament in the present session for an act, 
the bill for which (copy whereof is sent herewith) is now before the House 
of Commons, and will be heard by the select committee of that House in a 
fortnight or three weeks. 

“The old company have petitioned Parliament against this bill, and 
will, it is presumed, oppose it in committee. 


Sheffield. 


and in favour of the new company, on which members of the council, being 
shareholders of both companies, spoke and voted; and it is not improbable 
that other motions, of a similar character, may hereafter be brought forward 
in the council, 

** At a meeting of the council, held on the Sth of March inst., Mr. Coun- 
cillor Groves (not a member of either company) moved, in pursuance of 
notice duly given by him, a resolution to the ofiect that a petition from the 
mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the borough, in the form read by him, 
and under the common seal, should be presented to the House of Commons 
in favour of the new company’s bill, and praying that the same might pass 
into a law. 

‘* Before any discussion took place on this motion, the attention of the 
council was called by one of its members to section 2 of the above-recited 
act of the 5th and 6th Vict., and an objection was raised to any member 
either of the new or old company speaking or voting on the motion, The 
town-clerk, on being appealed to, said he had some doubt whether that 
section operated to prevent shareholders in either company from voting 


petition to Parliament, although he inclined to think it did. 


took part in the discussion of and voted upon the motion, which was car- 
ried, after an ineffectual attempt (by amendment) to postpone the subject 
for a week, to give time for the opinion of counsel being taken on the 
validity of the objection.” 

The following are the questions on the case, with the answers of 
Mr. Cowling :— 

“* Question.— Whether any member of the council who was a shareholder, 
or whose partner or partners was or were a shareholder or shareholders, in 
either the new or old company, had a right to vote on or take part in the 





wise, they deemed it advisable to take the opinion of a good man at 


discussion of Mr. Groves’s motion? 








‘* Many shareholders and directors in the new company, and some share- | 
holders in the old company, are members of the council of the borough of | 


| 


“On several occasions the council has passed resolutions relating to and 


upon or discussing the motion in question, being merely a motion for a| 


“* Notwithstanding the objection raised, shareholders in both companies 











the common law bar, whether the act applied in the manner supposed 
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“ Answer.—The language of sect. 2 of the statute 5 and 6 Vict., c. 104, 
is so general and indefinite that it is very difficult to say what are the 
| boundaries to which it extends; but I think that the members of the 
| council who are in the predicament mentioned in this question have nota 
| Tight to vote or take part in the discussion of Mr. Groves’s motion. As to 
those who or whose partners are shareholders in the new company, it ap- 
pears that the company are a joint-stock company, completely registered, 
and that the act which is applied for recites that the company will be able 
to carry on their undertaking with greater advaniage to themselves, &c , 
if incorporated, and other powers conferred on them; cons« quently, the 
| matter discussed is one in which the parties appear to have indirectly some 
| pecuniary interest within the meaning of the section. If the act passes 
| with the clauses contained, the exclusive rights of the old company will be 
affected ; so that I think that the members of that company have also some 
|| pecuniary interest, though very slight. 
|;  ‘* Question.— Whether, if any motion be hereafter proposed in the council 
| approving or disapproving of any proceedings on the part of either of the 
| said gas companies, or otherwise relating to the same companies or either 
| company, the members of the council who may at the time be shareholders 
in such companies, or either of them, or have partners who are shareholders 
therein, can vote or take part in the discussion thereon ? 
“ Answer.—If any such motion is proposed, those members of the council 
cannot, I think, generally speaking, vote or take part. There may be 
| cases where the motion relates to proceedings of the companies, but not to 
anything pecuniary, and in such cases the members might vote. 
; . “ Question.—Whether, supposing you to be of opinion that they have no 
right to vote upon or discuss any such motion, the mayor can legally pre- 
| vent them from speaking thereon, and refuse to take their votes ? 
| Answer.—The mayor may legally refuse to take their votes. As to 
| speaking, I do not know that he can do more than give notice of the impro- 
| priety to the members offending. 
“ Question.—What penalty they incur (if any), or what proceedings (if 
any) can be taken against them, and by whom, for so discussing or voting 
| upon any such motion ? 
|| # 4‘ Answer.—I am not aware of any penalty; the only remedy appears to 
| be by indictment.” 
|| Mr, H. Vickers: No one could doubt the accuracy of the case. The 
town-clerk had been good enough to show it to him before he sent it 
|, to counsel, and he could take no exception to it. Till the question 
|| were otherwise decided, he thought they should act on the opinion. 
'| The Mayor said, he should feel bound to refuse the vote of any 
| gentleman interested. 
‘| The Town Creek subsequently read the minutes of the committee 
;,on the Gas Consumers’ Company’s bill. [The terms required by the 
committee on behalf of the public have already appeared in our 
|| columns. } 
Mr. I. Scnorretp: Can we vote? 
The Mayor: You must take the consequences if you do. 
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,, were provided for by the arrangement between the two companies ? 
| The Town Crerx explained that he did not go to London voluntarily, 
' but was summoned as a witness by the Gas Consumers’ Company. 
|, After the counsel had opened the case on behalf of the new company, 
, and Mr, Vickers had given some formal evidence, the room was ordered 
|'to be cleared. He did not know the object of this, nor did any of the 
| parties representing the two companies appear to be better informed 
, than himself. When they had been out about an hour, they were 
| again called in and informed that the committee had adjourned tili 
| the following Wednesday, for the purpose, as he understood, of the 
| parties coming to terms, they (the committee) having come to the 
conclusion that there should be only one company in Sheffield. That 
seemed to take everybody by surprise, none more so than the directors 
| and other parties representing the new company. They seemed 
| perfectly astounded, and, to use a common expression, were be-ide 
| themselves. There did not seem any probability cf the companies 
| being able to effect any arrangement. The friends of each, however, 
| met, and asked “* What terms are we to propose?’” Nobody seemed 
to know how to proceed. Mr. Jackson therefore required that those 
| representing the old company should meet him at his residence at one 
| hour, and the new company at another, and they did so. Mr. Jackson 
_| proposed a certain arrangement to them, and asked whether they 
‘ would agree. The parties, or at least the new company, took advice 
| of ail their friends in London, and of the members for the borough, 

and it appeared that, the committee having come to the conclusion 
, that there should only be one company, the only question to be settled 
| was the terms on which the arrangement should be carried out. He 
| (the town-clerk) being there, his opinion was asked by several of the 

parties. He replied, ‘* I am not here on behalf of the council, and I 

cannot express any opinion officially upon the subject.” But he felt 

that, things having taken this turn, it behoved him, while there, to 
| protect, as far as he could, the public interests. (Hear, hear.) Ac- 

cotdingly, he had interviews with the borough members, and with 
| members of the committee, and pressed upon them the necessity there 
| was for the public interests being protected if any amalgamation was 
| to be sanctioned. He was assured by the borough members, and by 
‘ one influential member of the committee in particular, that if an 
amalgamation took place, it should be such a one as would give the 
| people of Sheffield all the benefits of competition; that the public 
| interests should be protected; and that any reasonable clauses which 
| the corporation required should be inserted. He named certain things 
| which the council required to be inserted in the new company’s bill, 
| and the intimation was repeated, that if an amalgamation took place, 
Fe peers clauses the council might require would be inserted. 
at took place in the committee-room it was unnecessary to repeat, 
| a8 that had appeared in the newspapers. 

t. Booru : Was any intimation given as to what would be done 

| if an amalgamation was not agreed to by the gas companies? 
|| The Town Crerx: What I know upon that subject was stated to 
| me confidentially by members of the committee. I can form my own 
' impression as to what the result would be; but, as the information 
iven to me on this point was strictly private, I think I should hardly 
gm in stating it to the council. ; 

. TURNER complained that Mr. Jackson had acted as a dictator. 


| 
| 
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Mr. Broapzent asked if the points stipulated for by the committee ; 





What would be said if the magistrates treated prisoners in this way > 
It was disgraceful to the committee. 

Mr. Axcock said the town-clerk had stated the matter very fairly, | 
They went to London with the hope of obtaining their bill. They | 
knew nothing of the course taken by the committee. He read the 
heads of the terms of amalgamation. 

The Mayor said, all that had appeared in the papers. 

Mr. Atcock said there had been calumnious reports as to the course | 
of the new company. When they found the state of the case, they 
were pretty well beside themselves. He was gratified to see how 
much Mr, Roebuck’s health was improved, and read the following 
letter from him :— 

“To me it appears that you have been exceedingly fortunate in the 
arrangement made with respect to your gas bill. Every precaution has 
been taken to ensure to all consumers a cheap supply of good gas, and the 
economy of one management will be obtained for the town. You, however, 
are not responsible for this proceeding, as the only alternative left to you 
was either the present arrangement or the loss of your bill. To accept the 
last would, I am sure, have been unwise; and everything, I think, has 
been done to guard the interests of the consumers, and put an end to all 
the evils complained of in past times. If by this means the strife which 
this subject has created be put an end to, I shall deem my endeavours in 
the matter well bestowed.” 


They had. been very unfairly spoken of, and one newspaper, that 
should have known better, had treated them very hardly. 

Mr. Broapzent said the proposal, considered by the committee of 
the council, was 3s. per 1000, with no charge for meters. The 
question of the fittings, and the propriety of the gas companies not 
interfering with that trade, was important. 

The Mayox said that did not come before the committee. 

Mr. BroapBent moved thet the committee should continue their 
attention to this question. 

Mr. ‘I'r1cket seconded Mr. Broadbent's motion. 

The Mayor said there was already a motion proposed, } 

Mr. Scuoriexp said he understood that the tester of gas and the 
inspectors of meters were to be appointed by the council, but who | 
would pay them? [The Town Cterk: The company.] Then they 
would obey those who paid them. As to that committee consisting 
of one member and four shadows—(laughter)—he had no objection | 
to go before that committee, for there was no man he feared or hated. 
He thought these securities would not suffice for the public. 

Mr. Ironsipe¢ said the town-clerk had not stated what appeared in 
Mr, Roebuck’s letter, that if they did not agree their bill would be || 
lost, 

The Town Cierk stated, Mr. Roebuck-said that on his own autho- 
rity; it was not stated publicly. 

Mr. Ironsipe: Was Mr. Jackson assisted by Mr. King, of Liverpool? 

The Town Cierxk did not know Mr, King. 

Mr. Atcocx said he was. 

Mr. Inons1pE said the old companies were in league to strangle free 
trade in gas. 

The Towns Crerk said the council had no locus standi before the 
parliamentary committee, but the committee might possibly admit | 
them. | 

Mr. BroapBent thought the town would be better satisfied if that’ 
course were taken, 

The Town Crerkx said, if the council thought fit to instruct him to 
attend, he would do the best he could. 

Mr, Saunpers thought they shou!d see what they could get. | 

Mr. Accocx said they had proposed to the directors of the old | 

| 








company to limit the price to 3s. 6d., and the dividends to 73 percent. 

Alderman Hrnpe urged that next session would be the time for the 
public to look after their interests. 

Mr. Vickers (one ot the solicitors to the new company) said the 
directors of the Gas Consumers’ Company had given a pledge to the 
town council to limit the price of gas to 3s. per 1000 feet, and to make 
no charge for meters. Supposing, however, that the amalgamation were 
agreed to—which the directors of the new company would recommend 
to the proprietors, ‘feeling that they had very little choice in the 
matter—they were desirous to avoid the imputation of having departed 
from their pledge. He, therefore, wished to know if the council would 
absolve them from thai pledge, if the amalgamation were entered into 
on the terms proposed. | 

‘The Mayor said the pledge was only given by the directors of the 
new company so far as their own bill was concerned. If they could || 
not get that bill, they could not be bound by the pledge as regarded | 
any amalgamation they might enter into. 

Alderman Dvsn said the last speaker (Mr, Vickers) desired the | 
council to give the directors of the new company a sort of indemnity 
for their conduct; but he thought it would be exceedingly unwise of 
the council to act upon this request. The directors of the new com-| 
pany ought to stand by their own acts. With regard to the present | 
position of affairs, it appeared to him that nothing ought to be done 
at present. The parliamentary committee would meet again on the 
27th of this month, and the two companies would then have to say 
whether they would go before Parliament for the bill of amalgama- 
tion ; but that could not be done till next February. Ifthe council 
did anything now which would tie up the hands of its successors, it 
would be as unwise as anything Mr. Jackson himself had done. The | 
scheme might be altered next year, and it might be to the interest of 
the town that some of the condition of the amalgamation should then | 
be modified. The council could do no good now by interfering, neal 
might do harm by fettering the action of its successors, 

| 


Mr. Beat contended that considerable good might be done by 
taking action at once. If the arrangements now pending were carried | 
out the price of gas would be 4s. per 1000; but if the representa- 
tives of the town council were to appear before the parliamentary 
committee and state that the maximum price ought not to exceed 
3s. 6d., it might prevent a good deal of contention afterwards. If the 
two companies agree now that the price should be 4s., they would | 


——— 
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| 


| two rival gas companies could not be allowed to preclude them in 


| referred, in the same wa” as the two companies. 


|| the committee referred to, or from seeking to insert therein any clauses 
| not provided for by the said committee.” 


| be brought into Parliament for effecting such amalgamation, or from 


| the adoption of the minutes consented to the addition of the words, 


| ever had the terms thereof submitted to them for consideration. 


| held on Thursday, April 13, at the offices in Shude-hill. 
| a numerous attendance of shareholders. 
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say next year that the council did not object at the proper time 
when their objections could have been entertained. 
Alderman Duyn replied that the minutes of the council would show 
that they had never consented to a higher charge than 3s. per 1000. 
Mr. Scuorre.p maintained that this was the right time to move in 


the matter, 
After some conversation the mover and seconder of the motion for 


“that the committee continue their sittings, and take such measures 
as they may think best to protect the interests of the town,”’ and the 
proposition was put and carried in this form. 

The gas committee of the town councii subsequently met, and 
passed a resolution to the effect that an amalgamation between the 


future from taking such steps as they might deem necessary to protect 
the interests of the town. The resolution of the committee of the 
town council having been duly communicated t» the old company, 
their directors met and passed the following resolution :— 

‘*It was resolved unanimously, that the directors are of opinion that 
the town council are, and will be, treated by Parliament as assenting 
parties to the proposed ama'gamation of this company and the Shettield 
Gas Consumers’ Company, and that they will be bound by any resolutions 
of the committee to whom the bill now pending in Parliament stands 
i The directors consider 
that the town council will be precluded fiom opposing any bill that may 
be brought into Parliament to carry out the resolutions and decisions of 


The committee of the town council again met, the Mayor in the 
chair, when the following resolutions were adopted :— 
“That this committee cannot understand on what grounds the directors 





of the Sheffield United Gas Company have arrived at the extraordinary 
conclusion that the town council are, or will be, treated by Parliament as 
assenting parties to the proposed amalgamation of that company and the 
Sheffield Gas Consumers’ Company, when, as the directors well know, the 
council have never been consulted, or their cunsent or assent asked to, 
such amalgamation, and have not in any manner sanctioned the same, or 


** That the town council, being no parties to the said proposed amalga- 
mation, and not having assented to or sanctioned the same, cannot be 


bound to any resolutions of the committee to whom the bill of the Sheffield | 
| price is reduced, | 


Gas Consumers’ Company now before Parliament stands referred, or by 
any agreement or arrangement between the two gas companies relative to 
such. amalgamation, and co not, and will not, consider themselves pre- 
cluded from opposing, if they ti.ink proper, any bill which may hereafter 


seeking to procure the insertion therein of such clauses and provisions as 
they may deem necessary for the protection of the interests of the gas 
consumers and the public generaily. 


“* That a copy of the foregomg resolutiors be forwarded to Mr. Wake, | 


the law clerk of the Sheffield Unitea Gaslight Company, and also to each 
of the borough members.” 





MEETING OF THE UNITED GAS LIGHT COMPANY, 


The Half-yearly Meeting of the Shareholders in this Company was 
‘Thee was 


Mr. James MontGomery was called upon to preside, and the vene- 


' rable chairman commenced the business by the following remarks:— 


“ Gentlemen, you have been called together at the twenty-lirst ordinary 
meeting of the shareholders in the Shettield United Gas Light Com- 
pany. It is called an ordinary meeting, though you expect extra- 
ordinary business to be brought before you under the circumstances 
in which you are met. I have taken no personal part myself in any 
of the controversies which have occurred since the beginning of the 
new gas company, as it is called, having stood passively by aud been 

| content to be a sufferer rather than an actor. The business which 
will be brought before you to- day has been prepared by your directors, 
and will be submitted to you by the clerk to the company and by 
Mr, Unwin, the Managing Director. I shall be perfectly satistied by 
any decision you may come to this morning, and therefore we shall 
be agreed here, whatever we may be elsewhere. Personally, I say, I 
have taken no active part, but with my colleagues I have joined heart 
and hand, as I mean to do to-day.” 

Mr. Wakz (the law clerk) then read the following report :— 

‘** As the future policy to be pursued by this company must in a great 
measure depend on the course taken by it and other parties with reference 
to the recommendation inade by the committee of the House of Commons, 
to whom the bill brought into Parliament by the new gas company was 
referred, your directors feel it incumbent on them to enter at some length 
into those explanations which are requisite to enable you to form an opiuion 
on that recommendation, 

‘“* But before proceeding to that matter they will dispose of the financial 
part of the report. 

“* The accounts for the half year ending Dec. 31, 1853, prove the correct- 
ness of the opinion which has always been entertained, and so frequently 
expressed by your boards, that no company could supply the town on the 
terms set forth in the new company’s prospectus, and realise an adequate 
return for the capital employed—the net protit arising from the sale of gas 
being only £668. 5s. 1ld., and the total balance in favour of the company 
for the half-year, from every source of revenue, £1966. 5s. 34d. 

‘* Under these circumstances, in order to pay the dividend which your 

| directors recommend should be now declared (namely, one after the rate 
for the preceding half-year, being 20s. for each full share, and 7s. 6d. for 
each three-eighth share), it will be requisite that recourse should be had 
| to the depreciation fund to a much greater extent than on any former 
| Occasion, namely, by taking from that fund the sum of £3433. 14s. 8}1., 
| which will reduce it to £2630. 17s. 144. 
|} “* You are aware, that since last summer extensive additions have been 
made to the works, in order to meet the demand for gas, arising from the 
great extension of the town in various directions. 
**It becomes necessary, therefore, that the borrowing powers of the 
|, company (which remain unexhausted to the extent of £28,000) should be 
| Teso: to, and a resolution will be submitted to the meeting, authorising 


your directors to exercise those powers by raising on mortgage or bond | 
such sum or sums of money as from time to time may be required. 

** Your directors will now proceed to detail the circumstances which || 
have transpired with reference to the application to Parliament. 

“Ona the introduction of the new company’s bill, your board took the | 
necessary preparatory steps to oppose its passing into an act, and appointed | 
a sub-committee, consisting of four of their body, to attend in London || 
during the proceedings. i| 

‘** The committee on the bill held their first sitting on March 27, when 
the case in support of the measure was fully opened by the new company’s | 
counsel, Mr. Hardy. As that gentleman’s speech has appeared in extenso | | 
in the public papers, your directors will not enter into the particulars of | 
it, but content themselves with observing that they were fully prepared || 
with what they believe to be an unanswerable reply to every part of the || 
case, as there presented to the committee. | 

‘The new company’s solicitor, Mr. Vickers, having been called as a/| 
witness, and answered a few formal questions, all parties were ordered to | 
withdraw, After a short interval, the counsel on both sides were called in || 
and informed that the committee considered it advisable an arrangement , 
should be made. ‘The proceedings were then, at the request of the new| 
company’s counsel, adjourned until March 29—one of the five selected || 
members, Mr. Jackson (the member for Newcastle-under-Lyne), having | 
consented to see the representatives of all parties, with a view of ascer- || 
taining whether such an arrangement as that contemplated by the com-| 
mittee could be effected. : i| 

“* That gentleman was thereupon furnished by your sub-committee with | 
such particulars as he required from them, and, as your board understand, 
the same thing was done by the promoters of the bill. 

“On the following day (the 28th), ycur sub-committee, by appointment, 
waited upod Mr. Jackson, who then submitted to them certain conditions, 
upon which he wished to have their opinion, informing them that a dupli- 
cate would in like manner be furnished to the new company. The con- 
ditions were as follows :— 

‘“‘* United Company to apply next session to Parliament for further 
powers, viz.:— 

*** To raise additional capital, say £130,000. 

‘*¢ ‘To limit the profit to 10 per cent. 

*** To limit the price of gas to 4s. 

““¢To submit the quality of the gas to a test, and the necessity for | 
extension of works and mains to the corporation of Sheffield. In case! 
they will not report, or object, an appeal as to the necessity to the quarter || 
sessions, 1| 

“* Directors to have no recompense until gas is reduced to 3s. 6d. | 

“* A graduated scale of compensation for services in proportion as the 








‘“«* One charge to all consumers, large and small. 

‘«¢ The Consumers’ Company to merge into the United Company, six | 
shares to one. 

*** The balance of shares to be allotted to the holders of shares in the || 


existing gas company, prior to amalgamation. : 
‘*¢ To equalise dividends, a reserve of £10,000 to be made prior to 


| 
reduction of price. 

‘** Number of directors, 12; of which three shall be appointed by the | 
corporation of Sheffield.’ | 

* The conditions were subsequently modified by restricting the uni- || 
farmity of charge to the case of consumers burning less than 500,000 feet | 
per annum; by limiting the remuneration of each director to £60 per | 
annum when the price of gas should be 3s. 6d. per 1000 feet, and to £100 | 
when it should be 8s.; and by the addition of a proviso that the regulations | 
respecting the directors’ remuneration should not apply to a managing | 
director. 

‘* The sub committee, who had gone up to town prepared to oppose the 
bill, did not feel themselves warranted, without first conferring with their | 
colleagues, in giving a reply to so important a question as the one whether, || 
on behalf of this company, they would accept of an arrangement based on 
the conditions above named; and their interview with Mr. Jackson termi- | 
nated by that gentleman requesting them to consider the matter, and after- | 
wards return him a definite answer. j 

«The sub-committee at once, by telegraph, requested the other mem- | 
bers of your board to come up to town. Two of them did so the same | 
evening, and the views of two others, who were unable to attend, were || 
communicated by letter. | 

** ‘The matter was then carefully discussed and considered in all its bear- 
ings; and your disectors will endeavour to explain briefly the views they | 
entertain on it. | 

‘“‘ Parliament having, by the Gas Clauses Act, 1847, fixed ten per cent. i] 
per annum as a general limit for the dividends of gas companies, your 
directors deemed it not unreasonable to make that limit apply to this || 
company. l) 

“The provision for testing the quality of the gas was one to which there 
was not the slightest objection, your board being satisfied that at no time | 
had this company given the least cause of complaint on that ground, 

‘Those requiring the extension of works to be submitted to the town | 
council, and giving that body power to appoint one-fourth of the directors, 
your board considered objectionable on principle. They also felt mes 
that the acts of the past had proved that, in regard to this company at all 
events, whatever may be the case elsewhere, any such provisions were | 
wholly uncalled for. They did not, however, think them of so much im- | 
portance as to render it necessary that they should do more than state 
their opinions on the subject. ; 

“The most important and objectionable of the conditions were those 
limiting the charge for gas to 4s, per 1000 feet, and fixing the number of 
shares to which the new company was to be entitled. 

** On both these points, and, indeed, on the propositions as a whole, your 
directors considered that they were placed at a disadvautage, from the cir- 
cumstance that the promoters of the bill having had the benefit of their 
counsel’s opening address, without this company we an opportunity of 
reply. Had your directors merely consulted their own feelings, they would 
much have preferred that the case on both sides should have been fully 
gone into by a hearing of the evidence, as they have the greatest confidence 
they should have succeeded in showing to the public the fallacy of the esti- 
mates and promises upon which the scheme of the new company was based, 
and in vindicating this company from the many unfounded aspersions made 
against it. Indeed, your directors had looked forward to the investigation 
before the committee as affording them the opportunity of proving, not by 
mere theories and opinions, but by actual results capable of direct and un- 
equivocal verification from figures and facts, how groundless was the pre- 
judice which has been engendered against this company, and of establishing 








beyond all doubt the fact that it has from its commencement uniformly 
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and liberally consulted and furthered the public interests. Seeing, how- 
ever, that to do this a very considerable expenditure of time and money 
must be involved, they did not feel warranted in pressing for the evidence 
being heard. In their interviews with Mr. Jackson they could, of course, 
only present the most prominent objections that existed to the bill. They 
|; especially called attention to the circumstance that a portion of the new 
|} company’s shares had been issued at a discount of sixty per cent., and ex- 
pressed their strong opinion that 4s. per 1000 fect was too low a maximum, 
suggesting as a substitute the price fixed by the act passed in 1848 for 
amalgamating the Liverpool gas companies, viz., 4s.6d. At the same time 
they went so far as to say that, if the conditions were accepted by all the 
other parties concerned, they were unwilling to render nuyatory the course 
taken by the committee by standing out for a higher maximum. 

“On attending to represent their views on the original conditions, they 
were told by Mr. Jackson that the following additions had been suggested, 


viz. :— 

‘** The public lamps to be supplied after the same scale as the private 
|| consumer, 

‘*¢ The corporation to appoint an inspector of meters and the auditor. 

‘** The power of distress for gas rent to be exercised only by warrant of 
a magistrate, after summons. 

‘«* The company to be bound to supply all consumers at the current rate 
|| within reach of the mains, ; 

* * Mains to be laid where public lamps are required. 

*** The price of gas to include the meter.’ 

‘‘The provision for altering the mode prescribed by the company’s act 
for recovering gas rents by distress, your directors consider not only 
||impolitic, so far as the company is concerned, but one which in practice 
must work disadvantageously to the consumers. This, they think, will be 
at once apparent when you are told that the present remedy tends mate- 
rially to lessen the loss from bad debts, and that the expense of enforcing 
it is infinitely smaller than the one suggested, of proceeding by a warrant 
of a justice after summons. 

‘* Parliament having, however, in the General Gas Act of 1847, adopted 
the latter form of proceeding, your directors considered that it only re- 
mained for them to submit the objections to which the alteration was open, 
and leave the matter to be dealt with as the committee might think most 
proper. 

‘** Your directors regarded the provision for an inspector of meters being 
appointed by the town council a thing to which (if the propriety of that 
body interfering at all with the affairs of a company like yours be acknow- 
ledged) there could not be the slightest objection. 

‘*On the question as to the auditor of accounts being also appointed by 
the town council, your directors conceived that no good reason could pos- 
sibly exist for transferring such appointment from the quarter sessions, 
with whom, under the company’s present act, it has hitherto rested; but 
they dealt with it in like manuer as the condition respecting the recovery 
‘of rents. 
| ‘* The provision as to the price of gas including the rent of meters was, 
| however, one to which your directors could on no account give way. They 
| represented the various and great objections there were to it, and it was 
| subsequently withdrawn. An illustration of the unfair way in which it 
| would work was afforded by the statement made by the new company’s 
| chairman at the public meeting held Jast week, when he is reported to have 
| said, that in a case where the new company had been at the expense of 
| laying a service pipe, and had supplied a meter free of charge, the sum- 
| mer quarter's consumption of gas was 4d. or 5d., and that for the winter’s 

quarter only ls, 2d. 

‘* Your directors eventually expressed themselves willing to accede to 
the proposed arrangement. They understand that the opinion of the town 
clerk was taken on the conditions; and, from letters which have been 
| published in the public prints, it appears that both the members for the 
borough approved of the arrangement as ultimately settled. 

‘*On the reassembling of the committee on the 29th of March, the fol- 
} lowing resolutions were passed :— 
| ‘** The committee deem it expedient that the lighting of Sheffield with 
|gas should be confided to one company, provided that due security be 
| afforded for the protection of the public. 
| *** The committee are of opivion that the conditions communicated to the 
| parties by an honourable member of the committee ought to be the basis 
|of an arrangement between the two companies; and that, if any minor 
| question arises out of these conditions, that question ought to be settled 
| by the same member of the committee. 

‘«* That an agreement, under seal of both companies, be forthwith pre- 
pared, to give legal effect to the conditions. 
| “«¢ And that the committee adjourn until the second Thursday of the sit- 
ting of the House after the Easter holidays, in order that the parties may 
report how far they have complied with these resolutions.’ 

‘These resolutions had been prepared by the representatives of the 
|hew company, and were submitted to the committee for adoption by that 
company’s counsel. 

* The first of them (which is almost an echo of some of the allegations 
contained in the petition which this company presented against the bill) 
affords, it will be seen, another confirmation to the many which previously 
existed of the impolicy of competition in the supply of gas; and it is some 
satisfaction to your board to think that it also gives a direct and unequi- 
vocal affirmation of the principles upon which, in 1844, the two then exist- 
ing companies in this town were united, and upon which the whole policy 
pursued by this company has been based. 

“* Your directors are unwilling, by a review of the past, to run the risk 
of causing any ill feeling on the part of those members of the community 
who have supported the new company, either by taking shares in it or 
otherwise; but justice to themselves requires that they should so far refer 
to what has gone by as again to express their regret that this company 
was not permitted, uninterruptedly, to pursue and complete that course of 
proceeding which has uniformly marked all its acts, and that so little heed 
was paid by the gas consumers and the public to the warnings and opinions 
which, from the projection of the new company, your various boards have 
thought it their duty from time to time to make public. 

** On a careful consideration of all circumstances connected with the pre- 
sent position of affairs, your board (whilst they entertain a strong opinion 
that in many respects the conditions are not sufficiently liberal towards 
this company, when the way in which it has throughout the whole term of 
its existence discharged the obligations and exercised the rights and pri- 
vileges imposed and conferred on it by the Legislature is considered) 
nevertheless recommend you to ratify the arrangement proposed by Par- 
liament. ‘The adoption of it will have the very desirable effect of putting 
an end to the turmoil and uncertainty in which the shareholders and the 
town have been so long placed; and will also prevent the unprofitable ex- 
penditure of the large sum of mony which the continuance of the new 








‘submitting for your approval a resolution authorising them to affix the 





company (whether with or without legislative sanction) must necessarily 
involve on some party. They will, consequently, close their report by 


company’s seal to a deed for carrying out the recommendation of Parlia. 
ment.” 

The Cuarrman: Has any proprietor present any objection to make 
to the report presented by the directors, or any question to ask con- 
nected with or arising from it? We wish you perfectly to under. 
stand the position in which we are placed, for that is the situation in 
which you are placed. 

Mr, F. E. Smrru (sharebroker) said that nothing had appeared in|) 
the papers as to the liabilities hanging over the new company, re.|| 
specting which he asked for information, He did not wish to injure | 
the company, and if the law clerk thought it desirable he would not || 
press the question; but he thought they ought to understand their | 
position. He would like to know on what terms the shares in the} 
new company would be issued to them—-whether it would be at £3 | 
a share discount, the same as to the new company’s shareholders. _| 

Mr. Wake said that he could give Mr. Smith some information on | 
the subject. From a document turnished by Mr. H. Vickers (one of | 
the solicitors to the new company), he obtained an estimate of the | 
liabilities of the new company down to March 31. This was only an | 
approximate account; but it had been forwarded after two days’ pre. | 
paration from particulars furnished by the officials of the new com- || 
pany. It appeared that the balance due for works was £11,337, from) 
which they had to deduct arrears of calls to the extent of £9846; | 
10,815 shares had been issued, and of these 2942 had been issued at | 
£2, the loss on these being £5826. Of course provision would have | 
to be made for the liabilities of the new company; but these were , 
matters of detail which could only be gone into after they had decided | 
whether they should adopt or reject the proposed plan of amalgamation, | 
If the meeting passed a resolution authorising the directors to affix | 
the company’s seal to the deed effecting the arrangement proposed by 
the parliamentary committee, a great many matters of detail would 
have to be discussed between the two companies. The parliamentary 
committee had decided that any difficulties arising on minor points 
should be settled by Mr. Jackson, 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then put and carried 
unanimously. 

‘The CuarrMan proposed, and Mr, Unwin seconded, that a dividend 
at the rate of 20s. on the full shares, and 7s. Gd. on the three-eighth 
shares, be declared for the half year.—Carried. 

On the motion of Mr. T. Brake, seconded by Mr. J. THompson, 
it was decided that the company’s seal should be affixed to the deed 
recommended by the parliamentary committee. 

Resolutions were also passed authorising the borrowing of £28,900, | 
and declaring that in future the reports of the directors should be 
circulated among the shareholders a week before the ordinary meetings. 

The Cuarrman said this concluded the business of the meeting, and 
he thought it had been done in a very satisfactory manner. 

Mr. Say.es moved a vote of thanks to the chairman and the direc- 











tors, which was seconded by Mr. Brake, and carried unanimously. 


The Cuarrman: We thank you for this mark of your confidence in 
us; and that we will never abuse your confidence. (Cheers.) 
‘The meeting then broke up. 


MEETING OF THE CONSUMERS’ GAS COMPANY, 

The Half-yearly Meeting of the Shareholders of the Sheffield Gas 
Consumers’ Company was held at the 'Cownhall on Monday, April 24. 
It was also a special meeting, to consider the proposition of the parlia- 
mentary committee for an amalgamation with the Sheffield United Gas | 
Light Company. The meeting was presided over by Mr. C. Alcock, 
besides whom we observed Messrs. W. F. Ibbotson, B. Seale, Baines, '| 
Manwaring Milner, F, Millns, Crowther, Jonathan Beardshaw, S. | 
Horrabin, W. Bradley, J. Bell, W. Harvey, Alderman Carr, Isaac | 
Ironside, E. B. Schofield, Isaac Schofield, A. Booth, R. Elliott, C. E. | 
Broadbent, Michael Béal, Henry Vickers (one of the solicitors to the 
company), &c. There was a large assembly, and it is long since there 
was a meeting in Sheffield of such an animated description. Hyde- | 
park at the close of a sham foot-race affords the only adequate parallel 
to the scene which the meeting presented towards the close, when the | 
question of amalgamation came to be decided. 

Mr. H. Vickexs, at the suggestion of the chairman, read a report 
of the company’s parliamentary proceedings, agreed to by the board 
of directors at a meeting held on the previous Friday. ‘The former 
part of the report consisted of a detail of the proceedings in Par- 
jiament, with which the publie have already had ample opportunity 
of becoming acquainted. It appeared that when the representatives 
of the new company had heard the proposition of the parliamentary 
committee for an amalgamation, and had been requested by. Mr. 
Jackson (a member of the committee) to give him an answer to the 
proposition on the afternoon of that day, they took counsel severally 
with Mr. Roebuck, M.P. for Sheffield, the town-clerk (Mr. Bramley), 
Mr. Jobson Smith, and Mr. Alderman Carr, and, after hearing the, 
opinions of those gentlemen, they, on the same afternoon, sent Mr. 
Jackson a written answer containing this paragraph :— | 

“« Sir,—Since our interview with you this morning the directors of the 
Consumers’ Company now in London have most anxiously considered the 
arrangements which you have taken the trouble to draw up, and, on the 
whole, they beg to express themselves willing to accept them, so far as 
regards the consumers—supposing, of course, that their fulfilment be duly 
secured.” | 
The report, after reciting the further proceedings before the pat- 
liamentary committee, stated that as soon as the deputation of the 
board of directors (Mr. Alcock and Mr, B. Seale) and the solicitors 
had returned from London, the directors convened a board meeting, | 
and after much discussion and anxious consideration they passed the, 
follwing resolutions :— | 

“ Board-room, April 3, 1854.—At a meeting held this morning at ten| 
o’clock—present, Mr. Alcock (in the chair), Messrs. Horrabin, Bell, Ibbot- | 
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son, Harvey, Seale, Crowther, Milner, Baines, Beardshaw, and Millns, also 
Messrs. Vickers and Branson, solicitors—it was moved by Mr. Crowther, 
seconded by Mr. Baines, and resolved: ‘ As it appears by the statements 
of the directors who have acted as the parliamentary deputation, that they 
had no alternative but to submit to the loss of the bill or to consent to the 
propositions for an amalgamation, that the acts of the deputation and of 
the secretary and solicitors of this company, in reference to the bill before 
Parliament and to the proposed arrangement of consolidation, be, and the 
same are hereby, approved by this board. That this board will recommend 
the shareholders, at a meeting to be convened for the purpose, to confirm 
the arrangement ; and that the thanks of the board be given to the depu- 
tation for the exertions and anxious consideration which they have given 
to the subject.” Resolved also—on the motion of Mr. Harvey, seconded 
by Mr. Millns—‘ That it would nevertheless be desirable, if the old com- 
y will consent to it, to limit the maximum price to 3s. 6d. instead of 4s. 
per 1000 cubic feet, and the dividends to 7} instead of 10 per cent.’”” 


The report proceeded in substance as follows :—Under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case the directors recommended the shareholders 
to confirm the arrangement proposed by the parliamentary committee. 
They did so from the very force of circumstances. They would have 
referred to proceed with their bill, They had about 40 witnesses 
in London, and they had every reasonable ground for belief that if 
they had been heard they could have proved their case. But the 
parliamentary committee Jett them no alternative. They had before 
them something almost amounting to rejection in dimine in the event 
of resistance, They felt bound to consider what effect such a result 
as the loss of the bill would have on the financial position and 
future prospects of the company, and how its floating liabilities were 
to be met. It would be out of place in a report, and not, in fact, wise 
or discreet, to state all the reasons (they had hinted at some of them) 
which had induced the directors to agree to the proposed amalgama- 
tion. Having come to that conclusion, of course they could not 
identify themselves with the movement in an opposite direction 
originated at a recent public meeting. But in the event of the pend- 
ing arrangement being carried out, the lighting of the town would 
| have been placed under something like popular control in its manage- 
ment, and without any great loss to the shareholders in the new 
company. The directors regretted that the old company should in 
their late report have appealed, in a somewhat pharisaical spirit, to 
recent facts and circumstances as proof of the correctness of their 
former “policy and proceedings,” and of their ‘warnings and 
opinions,” in relation to this company. It were easy to show that 
the old company were not entitled to take that credit, but they (the 
new company’s directors) deemed it to be in better taste to refrain 
than to retaliate. The report concluded by asking the shareholders 
to sanction the amalgamation. 

The Cuamman read the resolution for an amalgamation (given 
below). 

Mr. Wurtwortu said that that belonged to the special meeting. 
Mr. Vickers said he had advised the chairman to have both the 
reports read, so that the meeting might have all the elements for con- 
sideration before them at once, the question of amalgamation being 
the most important subject. 

Mr. Ironsipk understood that according to the notice they were to 
|do the ordinary business first, and then the extraordinary business. 
| (Hear, hear.) 

| Mr. Vickers: You may do that still. Having heard both reports 
| you may discuss the general report first. 

Mr. Fintorr, the secretary, then read the general report of the 
directors. It stated that since the meeting of the proprietors in 
| October last the directors had been under the necessity of resorting to 
| Stringent measures to recover calls. ‘They had issued about 3000 £2 
|pro rata shares, and that had enabled the directors to meet some of the 
|most pressing liabilities and to make arrangements for going to Par- 
|liament. As only a short period had elapsed since a statement of the 
| Accounts was placed before the shareholders by Alderman Carr, the 
| directors deemed ‘it unnecessary to make another statement at the 





present time ; but they might state that, in accordance with Alderman 
Carr’s recommendation, arrangements had been made to have the 
accounts audited on the 30th of June and 31st of December in each 
year, The number of directors had been reduced, by resignation and 
otherwise, from eighteen to twelve, and the vacancies had not been 
filled up, the directors deeming twelve a sufficient number. 

The reading of this report was followed by several expressions from 
persons in the meeting indicative of surprise at its brevity. 

The Cuarrman then said the meeting was assembled on a very im- 
portant occasion, as there were many interests of various kinds in- 
volved in the decision at which they might arrive to-day. He hoped 
they would endeavour not to impute motives to parties who advanced 
opinions on the present occasion, but that they would try to treat 
each other as gentlemen. (Hear, hear.) ‘‘here was one thing they 
might learn from the proceedings of the old company, and that was 
that the members of that company gave each other credit for doing 
the best they could under the circumstances; they did not impugn 
each other’s motives unfairly, but allowed proper explanations to be 
given in the consideration of what was offered to their notice. A 
strong feeling of opposition had been manifested by a certain portion 
of the shareholders in the new company ; but the acts of the directors 
were open to thorough investigation, and he believed that the more 
they were investigated the more they would be liked. When that 
part of the report was read in which the directors recommended: the 
amalgamation, Mr. Ironside had said ‘* No, no.”’ Surely Mr. Ironside 
could not mean that the directors did not recommend the amalgama- 
tion; because they certainly did. They would always find that persons 
placed in a responsible position were more cautious as to how they 
|acted than individuals who did not possess such liabilities. He (the 
chsirman) and those who acted with him felt their position most 
bitterly. Nothing could have come upon them with more surprise 
than the offer made to them by the committee of the House of Com- 
mons, The parliamentary agents might well say that such a course 











was unprecedented—that they did not remember such a thing being 
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done before. Such, however, was the course adopted. If it had been 


a fight with the old company they were well prepared for it, and they 
would have come off with credit if they had been allowed to develop 
their case. But they were not allowed to go on with their case. They 
were told in pretty unmistakeable terms the course that was left open 
to them, and the condition in which the company and the town would 
be placed if they neglected the offer. They knew that the old com- 
pany would have been pleased beyond measure at their rejecting the 
offer, because they woud have lost public sympathy if they had re- 
jected an offer which had the appearance of being reasonable. They 

ad to act for the shareholders in the company, and they felt that the 
would be acting criminally towards them and towards the public if 
they had rejected the offer without bringing it for consideration before 
the shareholders. There was one class certainly that would be put 
in a worse position; and that was the rich middle class. This was 
just the class that could have found them the money; they could, if 
they had chosen, have come forward and put them in a position to 
fight the old company, or two or three old companies. (Hear, hear.) 
But what support had they got from this class? The last time the 
directors came before the shareholders was when they resolved to 
issue the remaining £5 shares at £2 each; but they could not get 
enough of these £2 shares taken up to enable them to go to Parlia- 
ment, They could not get enough taken up to pay their solicitors’ 
bills, or part of the bills. (Hear, hear.) That very morning he had 
received a letter from one of the largest creditors of the company. 
This person stated that he had obliged the company at considerable 
inconvenience to himself; that he regretted to see the opposition to 
the plan of amalgamation, which he as a creditor considered to be very 
fair ; and that if the company threw away this chance of acting fairly 
to their creditors they must take the consequences. (Hear, hear.) If 
persons had been placed in the position of the directors, who had to 
go about and find time and means to make the best terms they could, 
they would feel differently to the mere opponents of the offer. The 
middle-class men would not even sign a requisition in their favour. 
The middle classes, however clever they might be as tradesmen, cared 
very little for the social condition of the people. As had been said, 
their counting-houses were their churches, their ledgers their Bibles, 
and their money their god. (Hear, hear.) Now, he felt bound to say 
that there was not anything which in their (the directors’) judgment 
would be for the good of the company that they had not done, (Hear.) 
They had in no instance sacrificed the interests of the company. The 
directors had been misinterpreted by a certain party. ‘There were 
certain persons who were determined to misunderstand things. If he 
had all the eloquence with which the chairman of the old company 
was gifted in the zenith of his poetic powers he could not convince 
this class of persons. They did not want to understand matters; the 
wanted to misunderstand, If there was any act of the directors whic 
required explanation, they would be happy to give it, and to remove 
any doubt which might exist as to their proceedings, If the directors 
had had the power of carrying on this fight any longer they would 
have done so for the advantage of the company. There were many 
reasons why they did not want to amalgamate with the old company. 
They had works with which they believed they could carry on their 
operations with great credit, They had bought their property cheap, 
and they believed that altogether they could carry on their under- 
taking advantageously by themselves. But a competition in Parlia- 
ment was a fearful thing. To men who used their money cautiously 
and sparingly it was fearful to see how the money was spent in a par- 
liamentary contest ; and he was sure that if they had to go often before 
Parliament, neither company could supply gas cheap. If, however, 
they had got their bill—and he believed that if they had been allowed 
to go on they could have obtained it—they would have been able to 
carry on their operations upon their own responsibility. But the 
were obliged to bow to the suggestion of the tribunal before whieh 
they went, and to that suggestion they had bowed so far as promising 
to bring it for consideration before the shareholders. After doing 
this it remained to consider what was now their position in reference 
to the old company. The old company might bring actions against 
them in every form and shape, if the new company were the parties to 
refuse the offer of the parliamentary committee. They would not 
have the sanction of Parliament, and he did not see what they could 
do in such a case. With regard to a meeting which had been recently 
held for the purpose of raising money to carry on the contest, he 
might say the directors had abstained from joining in those proceed- 
ings, not because they would not be glad to obtain an independent 
existence, but because they felt that, after advising an amalgamation 
with the old company, they would be acting hypocritically and with a 
degree of unfairness to the old company if they took part in a plan for 
opposing the agreement. He had taken one precaution, however. He 
knew that Mr. Roebuck had stated in private that he cared more for 
the welfare of the town than whether he was understood or misunder- 
stood by the inhabitants, and that that gentleman would fearlessly 
give him the best advice in his power, regardless of the consequences. 
He (the chairman) had therefore written another letter to Mr. Roebuck, 
stating that a certain portion of the public in Sheffield remained dis- 
satistied with the proceedings of the directors of the new company, 
and that he (the chairman) felt so strongly in the matter that he 
would sacrifice all his interest in the company and carry on the oppo- 
sition, if it was thought that they would not be unfavourably preju- 
diced before a future committee of the House of Commons. He had 
asked Mr. Roebuck in this letter whether their refusal of what were 
considered reasonable terms would be likely to injure them before a 
parliamentary committee next year. Mr. Roebuck, who, he was so 
to see, was still obliged to go to Malvern for the benefit of his health, 
wrote in reply as follows :— 

** Malvern, April 16, 1854. 

** My dear Sir,--I fear my opinion will be of little weight with those who 
are opposed to the arrangement made by the committee. Yet, as you ask 
me for it, I give it willingly, and you are quite at liberty to use it, if by so 
doing you believe any benefit will accrue to you. I can have no interest 
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in the matter but the good of Sheffield, and, though I may be in error, yet 
I think no one will lay at my door more than a mistake. 

“ I think, then, that a single governing body and one company will be 
more convenient than two governing bodies and two companies; and I 
believe also that, by the precautions taken, you will ensure all the benefits 
of competition, without the mischiefs thereof. Two companies, moreover, 
will, it appears to me, be constantly at variance, and by their disputes 
keep up an ill feeling inthetown. With a view of promoting harmony 
and obtaining a supply of cheap and good gas, I advocated the uniting of 
the two concerns upon the conditions named in the plan of the committee. 
Whether the refusal to adopt that plan will render difficult the attainment 
ofa bill by the new ay ge next session, I cannot decide with anything 
like certainty; though I am inclined to believe that an impartial com- 
mittee will take the same view as that taken by the committee of this year. 
You recollect that the committee blamed the new company for attempting, 
as they said, illegally to constitute themselves a company; and IJ fear that 
|| this feeling may be entertained by a committee next year, and that an ob- 
|| jection to pass a bill in favour of the new company may still prevail with 
'| those who alone have the power to grant it. 

“Thinking and feeling thus, I cannot advise you what course to take. 
'| I know what course I should myself pursue, but I am unwilling to make 
| myself an example for your imitation. I can only give you my opinion on 
| the case itself, and leave you to your own judgment as your guide. 
i] ‘* Believe me, yours very truly, 
|| Charles Alcock, Esq.” “J. A. RoeBuck. 
| While the proceedings were pending in London they had had several 
|interviews with Mr. Hadfield, who was a strong advocate of free- 
| trade principles, and that gentleman advised them not to refuse the 
|| offer. They consulted the town-clerk, who was no gas proprietor— 
|| and there was not in the town a more practical common-sense man 
than the town-clerk, or one who had had greater experience in such 
|| matters— (hear, hear)—and he advised them not to resist. They 
|| were also advised by their friend Alderman Carr not to reject the 
|| offer, (Cheers) He had sent a note to Alderman Carr, begging him 
||to be present on this occasion; Mr. Carr had stated in reply that he 
| did not wish to interfere in their concerns, but that, if any doubt 
| arose as to any part of the directors’ statement, he (Mr. Carr) would 
| explain what he had seen in connection with their proceedings. Mr. 
'Carr had told him (the chairman) in London that he was wrong in 
| offering the resistance he did to the proposal of the committee. He 
was called aside in London by Mr. Jobson Smith, who was no friend 
of the old company, and who said to him (the chairman), ‘‘If I were 
— solicitor, and you were to resist the proposal as you are doing, 
would throw up the documents and leave you in London by your- 
Now, Mr. Smith was no friend of the old company, but left it 
to make gas on his own premises. He (the chairman) begged the 
shareholders to treat the directors fairly. Let them ask what they 
wanted to know, and the directors would explain it as far as they 
were able. But let them give the directors credit for doing their 
| best—(cheers)—or, if they felt any doubt, at any rate let them give 
| the directors a chance of explaining their conduct before they judzed 
them. The last week but one he received a kind and civil note from 
| Mr. Elliott, the secretary of the working men’s committee, asking 
‘him to attend a meeting which was intended to be of a freindly and 








| self,’” 


introduced. He accordingly attended that meeting ; but he regretted 
|tosay that many things contrary to that feeling were said. It was 
|not fair to judge men unheard. Many false statements had been 
‘made. He had heard statements uttered in the town which were 
scandalously false—statements which were not worth alluding to, but 
which reflected great discredit on those who made them ; and while 
he knew how unfounded these statements were, he could hot help 
feeling wounded when he recollected how he had always done his 
best to serve the interests of those whom he represented. (Cheers.) 


was intended, and he did not hear any disparagement of them. 

The CuarrMan said he did not impute any motives of the kind to 
Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. Vickers said he would read to the meeting a copy of a state- 


London :— 
| “APPROXIMATE AccounT, Marcu 31, 1854.—SuHarg Account —Dr. 
| 12,000 shares at £5, £60,000. Cr. 7873 shares issued at £5, £39,365; 
| 2942 shares issued at £2, £5884; loss on ditto, £8826; 1185 shares un- 
| allotted, £5925: total, £60,000. 

“‘CapiraL Account. — Dr. Cash received on 10,815 issued shares, 
£35,402. 10s.; balance owing for works (carried down), £11,337. 10z.: 
| total, £46,740. Cr. Spent in works, &c., £46,740. 
ey Dr. Calls in arrears on the issued shares, £9846. 10s.; 1185 shares 
| yet unallotted (supposing par), £5925; balance, £766; total, £16,537. 10s. 


| £11,337. 10s.; land on lease, to be shortly enfranchised, £3200; estimated 
| parliamentary and legal expenses, and incidental liabilities, £2000: total, 
£16,537. 10s. 

“* Dr. Pipes and meters on hand, £6286. 17s. Balance brought down, 
£766; balance in favour of the company, £5160. 17s.: total, £6286. 17s. 

** Balance to credit of company on capital account, £5160. 17s., exclusive 
of borrowing powers to extent of £20,000, and creation of additivnal capital 
to extent of £40,000, not exercised.” 

Mr, A. Boorn asked Mr. Vickers to state the amount of the arrears 
of calls on the unissued shares ? 

Mr, Vickers said the amount was £9486. 10s. (Sensation.) 

Mr. Booru asked why they did not enforce payment? 

Mr, Vickers said that many of the parties in arrears were persons 
who had paid nothing since the deposit ‘of 6d. a share, and thuse who 
had not signed the deed—(hear, hear)—therefore he considered the 
greater portion of those shares practically as unissued. ‘lhe amount, 
then, stood thus :—The total debts and liabilities of the company 
were about £16,537, including land purchase. ‘lo meet that they 
were in this position:—All the calls in arrear, if recovered, would 
amount to £9846, 10s., and there are 1185 shares unallotted, which, 
if issued and paid up at par, would realise £5925. Supposing the 











Mr. Joun Extiotr explained that, when the meeting referred to by | r the 
the chairman was called together, nothing adverse to the directors | pany was under and the expenses that might be expected before they 


Cr. Balance brought down, owing for works, &c., partly on floating bills, | 


| company to have those two amounts (£15,771. 10s.) in hand, they 





| respectful character, and where nothing of a contrary nature was to be | 


|ment that was given to the representatives of the old company in | 








would still be in debt £1126. It was true that, if they had got their 
act, they would be in a position to mortgage their works, and they | 
would be entitled to take credit for pipes and meters in stock and, 
unused to the value of £6000. 

Mr. C. E. Broapgent asked what amount of the calls in arrears | 
were considered totally bad? , 

Mr. Vickers replied that shares to the amount of £2300 might be 
considered as, in fact, unappropriated, and with which they hoped || 
to be able to pay their debts, 
shareholders sanctioned the amalgamation, it was expected that 
shares now unprofitable would be gradually taken up and realise as 
much as would clear the company. [Mr. Harvey: Hear, hear. ] 

Mr. Scuorigetp asked whether those fictitious shareholders who had | 
paid nothing but the 6d. deposit had been invited to this meeting ? 

The Cuairnman: No; they were completely out of court, 


| 














[Mr. InonsipE: Hear, hear.J If the | 


Mr. ScuoriEeLp considered that parties who, having applied for | 
shares, had been mean and beggarly enough to pay no more than the | 


6d. deposit, were not entitled to an invitation to the meeting. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Vickers reminded the shareholders that the question of whe- 
ther a person who had applied for and agreed to take shares could be 
compelled to sign the deed had been submitted to the Court of 
Chancery, and, the company not having succeeded in that case, the 
other cases were abandoned. 

The CuarnMan said it wes the case of Mr. Rooke Harrison that 
was taken into court, It cost a deal of money. Had the company 
gained a victory, they should have proceeded against a great many 
other defaultere. (Laughter.) 


Mr. Boorn remarked that if, by amalgamation, the defaulters fell 


into the hands of the old company, they would be made to pay. 


Mr. Beav said that, if the resolution before the meeting applied 


only to the ordinary report of the directors, he would second it, so 
that they might get to the extraordinary business. 

‘The CuarrMan said that, rather than delay the proceedings, they 
would be content with a resolution adopting the general report. 


Mr. IrnonsipE asked if that included the accounts read by Mr. | 


Vickers ? 


Mr. Vickers begged Mr. Ironside to bear in mind that the accounts 


he had read were made up in London, from information not very 
precise ; but he believed that it was substantially correct.’ 


Mr. InonstveE said that according to Mr. Vickers’s statement, sup- | 


posing ali arrears paid up and all the shares issued, there would bea 
balance of £5160 in favour of the company, in addition to which they 
had borrowing powers to the amount of £20,000, and power to create 
an additional capital of £40,000, 
apart from the question of amalgamation. It appeared that the ex- 
penditure of the company had been £46,740. According to Alderman 
Cari’s report they owed £16,000. According to the statement read 
by Mr. Vickers they owed £11,000. So there had been about £5000 
paid up in the interval. It would be remembered that when Alder- 
man Carr’s report was presented he (Mr. Ironside) objected to its 
being adopted, and it was simply received, as he did not wish to enter 
into a discussion of it at that time. The statement of the accounts 
surprised him. £46,743 was the extent of what they had expended. 
(The chairman said that that did not include the amount to be paid 
for the land.) In January, 1853, Mr. Bradley and he were on the 
directory, and they had a discussion on the financial position of the 
company with reference to the propriety of incurring certain expendi- 
ture. Mr. Bradley represented the amount expended and the liahi- 
lities at an amount sufficient to comprenend all. He said that the 
contracts amounted to £25,000. They added them together and found 
that it was so. The discussion was es to whether the 6000 shares at 
£5 a share, yielding £30,000, would cover the contracts that the com- 


got the company into working order. When Alderman Carr’s report 
was presented he was astonished to find that fram January, 1853, 
to December, 1853, the amount expended was £46,743. He was 
astonished at it because he knew that the contracts were well made; 
and if the course which the directors unanimously adopted in the first 
instance had been followed the amount would have been no such sum 
as £46,743, 

Mr. Henry Sreet complained that a hard-working man, named 
Green, in Carver-street, whom he induced to take up shares, and pay 
£100 in advance, had not been able to obtain interest on the amount. 
He had never been able to tind Mr. Flintoff in the office. 
was that it had been shuffle and cut altogether. 

The CuatrMAn said that the interest snould be paid on the follow- 
ing morning on application. 

Mr, Brapey said that the share ledger ought to have been produced 
and the names of all detaulters read to the meeting. He had an ob- 
jection to men nomimally holding 100 shares and not taking up more | 
than five, ten, or twenty. 

The Cuatrman was very sorry that a man Jike Mr. Bradley should | 


| have started a question of that sort, because he was one of the 
| originators of the company, and a man of experience. 


What was 
there to justify him, aud some others who might be mentioned, in 
inducing the public to pay money to the company on the strength of | 
their engagements, and then walking away without saying ‘ by your 

leave’’—(hear, hear)—or get:ing any one to supply their place? | 
Many persons subscribed their money on the strength of Mr. Bradley’s 

ability to manage such an undertaking as this, and then, forsooth, he | 
turned his back on the company. When his rame was wanted to 4 

£2000 note, and when his name would have been useful, he would || 
not put it to it. (¢** Hear,” and cheers.) He understood that Mr. | 
Bradley wished certain correspondence that had passed between them |! 
to be brought here. He (the chairman) wished it had been brought |; 
forward. ‘The fact wa<, that Mr. Bradley wanted a quantity of shares || 
allotting when things were looking a little better in the market, and || 
he (the chairman) sent him a note to the effect that he might have a) 
certain quantity on conditions eccording to the agreement, and some |, 











That was the real state of the case | 


The fact | 
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more if he would pay the money, but that if he did not pay on them, 
and they rose in the market, he could not have them atall. Well, 
| what did Mr. Bradley do? He let it be till the last day that money 
was allowed to be received on the £2 shares. When the amalgama- 
tion had been proposed he (the chairman) had intended to stop the 
| bank from receiving any money on the £2 shares ; but when it became 





|that had been allotted to him at £2 each. (Cries of indignation.) He 


jeoming. Those were patriots. ( Applause.) 
| Mr. Harvey deprecated the introduction of discordant topics, and 
begged that the real business, which was highly important, might be 
| proceeded with, 
| Mr. Baaptey demanded a hearing in reply to the chairman. He 
|said that he ofiginally signed the ceed for 100 shares and paid his 
calls. When he heard that there was to be an allotment of £2 shares 
he applied for his portion, and the directors allutted him 100. He 
did not pay on them because many others had not paid. A week 
| before the company went to Parliament the shares were at 35s. to 36s. 
|in the market. At that time he called and saw the chairman and the 
\;secretary, and said that if they would allot him another 150 shares, 
‘increasing the number at £2 to 250, he would at once pay them 
| £500 in order to assist them in going to Parliament. As to his having 
|| left the directory, the fact was that last October he wrote to the 
|| chairman to say that he could not possibly attend the meetings of the 
board—stating at the same time that there were other causes that 
||induced him to decline attending—and requesting that some one 
| might be appointed in his place. What could a man do more? The 
| reason why he resigned was because he was unwell, 
| The Cuarnman: I never found Mr. Bradley ill till a £2000 note 
| wanted signing. (*‘ Hear, hear,” and cries of ** Bad!"’) 
| Mr. Buanp (Haymarket) rose to address the meeting, but 
| The Cuatrman cut the discussion short, and put the motion to the 
| vote, explaining that the object of it was the adoption of the directors’ 
eneral report and the accounts as embodied in the report of Alderman 
artr,—The motion was carried without opposition. 
SPECIAL MEETING. 
| The meeting then became special, for the consideration of the 
| question of, amalgamation. 

e CHAIRMAN proposed a resolution confirming the directors’ 
teport of the proceedings in Parliament, and that the directors be 
authorised to affix the company’s seal to the deed recommended by 
the resolution of the parliamentary committee. 
| Mr. B. Szarz seconded the motion. No one, he said, regretted the 
position of the company more than he did. He would rather the 
company had proceeded independently to the end; but that was 
almost impossible. He stated that on the strength of what he had 
heard from those who had been cut canvassing parties to take up 
shares at £4. He could not help feeling, however, that their works 
were in such a position that it would be a shame and a disgrace to 
Sheffield if they had to turn them over to the old company. 

Mr. Inonsrpe proposed this amendment :— 
| That the directors’ report of the proceedings in Parliament in rela’ion 
| to the bill for the incorporation of the company be entered on the minutes 
| and printed for the use of the proprietors, but that this meeting cannot 
agree to the propositions therein embodied.” 
| After expressing < hope that the proposition would be discussed in a 
| gentlemanlike manner, without imputing motives, he remarked that 
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|known in the town, by means of the telegraph, what wes likely to | 
‘take place in London, Mr. Bradley went and paid on his 100 shares | 


lrefused to pay anything till he knew there was some advantage | 


| he had before said that the time would come when he could state | 


| fully the reasons why he left the directory. 
| reasons why he had left the directory had operated to put the 
| directors in a position to make that humiliating proposition. (Loud 
\\laughter.) They commenced the company fully determined that it 
| should be an independant company, and they had all along gone on 
\the principle of ‘* No amalgamation.”’ He did not say that the chair- 
jman and Mr. Seale did not act to the best of their judgment when in 
London, but certainly their judgment was none of the best when in 

| the very first communication that they sent to Mr. Jackson—which 
| the shareholders had not heard of till now—they expressed them- 
| selves willing to accept the proposition so far as regarded the con- 
| sumers. The report read by Mr. Vickers stated that Mr, Sergeant 
| Wrangham told the committee, the day but one afterwards, that the 
| directors of the new company felt themselves in an awkward position 
because they were pledged not to amalgamate. But here was their 

| letter to Mr. Jackson, agreeing to the propositions on the very day 
| they were made. They had only one duty to perform, and that was 
| tosay to the committee that they were pledged not to amalgamate, 
| and that they could not give an answer to the propositions till they 
| had taken the opinion of their shareholders thereon, (Applause.) In 
his opinion that letter to Mr. Jackson was the fatal step; and the 
| 
| 


| aequiescence which it expressed was afterwards concurred in by the 
directors of the new company without a single dissentient. Now, the 

|, great bugbear raised had been the peculiar position of the company. 
| He had already said that in January, 1853, only a week before he 
resigned, Mr. Bradley and he discussed the financial position of the 
company, and found that the amount of the contracts was £25,000. 
They were now £46,000. ‘The chief cause of that great increase was 
the not adhering to the original principles on which the company was 
/Started. They started with complaints against the old company that 
they made gas tosell, and not to burn—that it was made to go through 
| the meters and register a large quantity, instead of being made pure 
| and brilliant. Their prospectus promised a pure and brilliant gas ; and, 
||NO matter what might be the result of that proposition here, pure gas 
|| must inevitably be made. The officer of health of the City of London 
| 


had reported that the impurities of the gas permeated the svil, and 
| Were very inimical to the health of the people. The best part of Mr. 
| Jackson’s proposition was that the gas should be submitted to a test. 

It was very well known why he joined this company. After it had 
1 been registered he was solicited to attend a meeting at Mr. A. C. 


He believed that the | 








Branson’s office. Several gentlemen pressed him to attend that meet- 
ing. He replied that he hed no wish to go into the project; but he | 
thought that the people of Sheffield were so fleeced in the matter of 
gas generally, that he should feel it his duty to join the company in | 
order to get the evil remedied. He did join it; and when it was pro- 

posed by Mr. Rooke Harrison that Mr. A. C. Branson should be the 

solicitor, he (Mr. Ironside) suggested Mr. Vickers, because he wanted 

the company to have the advantage of his position in the town. At the | 
meeting in the Cutlers’-hall he (Mr. Ironside) stated that he had no | 
wish to go into the company as a matter of speculation. He was | 
elected on the directory. He knew nothing of gas making, but he} 
was determined to abide by the principles of the prospectus, and con- | 
fine his judgment to what he could understand. They went on swim- | 
mingly and as comfortably as a company could do for a long time. | 
The first important question was the appointment of an engineer. 

There were many applicants. A committee that was appointed | 
reported in favour of two, one of whom was Mr. Palmer, and, after a 

further investigation, they recommended him, 

The Cuarrman objected to Mr. Ironside wasting time by raking up 
matters that had no bearing on this meeting. 

Mr. InonsrpE replied, with considerable emphasis, that his cha- 
racter was atstake. He had submitted tocruel misrepresentation, He 
had done it for the good of the company. He was here on his trial, | 
and he claimed to make a clean breast of it. (Cheers.) Well, Mr. | 
Palmer was recommended. (Loud cries of ‘Question !’’ which for | 
some time prevented the speaker from proceeding.) | 

The Cuareman said that, if the meeting did not care about being 
detained, they had better hear Mr. Ironside. But what he was going 
into had been gone into before. | 

Mr. Ironstpe: Never! [Mr. Harvey: “ Let us hear it !’”’—Cries 
of “Go on!”] He would very soon have done. He proposed to) 
the directors that a deputation should go London to examine Mr. 
Palmer on the spot, as it were—at the scene of his works, A depu-| 
tation went, and reported in his favour, and the board unanimously | 
adopted him. [Mr. Braptey: Who were the parties who went to) 
London ?}] John Wilson, and Taylor, in Fargate, went. Mr. Palmer’s 
plan’s were generally carried out; and Alderman Carr had pro-| 
nounced the works inferior tonone in the land. Those plans included | 
works for the purification of gas so as to make it pure, bright, and | 
white—such as there was not any in the kingdom. In December, | 
1852, or early in January, 1853, he (Mr. Ironside) detected a covert | 
disposition to shelf Mr. Palmer. The reason assigned was that his | 
plans for making pure gas were too.expensive. (More interruption, | 
and cries of ‘*‘ What has this meeting to do with that?””) Two of the, 
directors spoke to him (Mr. Ironside) on the subject. They were 
both present at this meeting; but he did not want to be personal. | 
They said, ‘* It’s of no use, Ironside, us trying to make this rich gas ; 
it will be too expensive.’’ He replied, ‘‘ Gentlemen, you’ ve promised 
good gas to the people of Sheffield.” ‘*Oh,”’ they replied, “It’s all | 
nonsense, that; the old company will compete with us; they’ll sell 
gas at 2s. per 1000, and we must be prepared to meet them: wE MusT 
MAKE A GAS THAT WILL GO THROUGH THE METERS AND WILL REGISTER.” | 
I tell you, gentlemen (Mr. Ironside exclaimed to the meeting), I was | 
horrified when that statement was made tome. [Mr. Broappent: 
“Name! name!” A cry of “ No, no!’’] No; this is not a personal | 
question. I declare that I was horrified when that statement was | 
made to me. I said, ‘* Will you go before the public and give that, 
reason for not making gas pure?”’ 

Mr. Seate: I do not think he ever heard anything of the sort. He || 
ought to give the names. (Outcries and shouts of ‘‘ Go on!”’) | 

Mr, Broapsent: Name! name! 

Mr. IRons1pE: Not now. 

A SHAREHOLDER near the inner door at the end of the platform, | 
exclaimed, ‘I move that the subject of amalgamation be discussed, | 
and only that subject.”’ | 

Mr. Hanvey bespoke a patient hearing for Mr. Ironside. 

Mr. InonsipE then resumed his narration. After repeating the 
assigned reason for abandoning the idea of pure gas, he said he did | 
not accuse the directors of doing wrong intentionally, but he did || 
believe it was that departure from first principles which had involved | 
the company as it was involved at present. The plan of making pure || 
gas, it was objected, was too expensive. A committee was appointed || 
to examine that question, and he was upon it. It sat six hours one 
day and five hours the next day. Two gentlemen now present were | 
upon the committee. They found that the first cost of making pure | 
gas on the original principle would not be more than £500, and that | 
the saving they would effect in other portions of the work would be | 
more than equal. The cost of purifying, after the works were erected, 
would not have been more than $d, per 1000 feet. The question of | 
expenditure fell on the board. They did not expect such a report as 
the committee made, They expected a report condemning the prin- 
ciple on account of its expensiveness, They then appointed some 
gentlemen to go to London and examine into the cost of those plans 
in operation. Well, what was done between that meeting and the 
meeting in the week after? He was very sorry, for he felt certain 
that, if they departed from that vital principle, it would be fatal. He 
called once or twice on Mr. Crowther, who was one of the parties 
appointed to go to London, but did not see him. He then wrote a 
private letter that he was more than ever convinced that, if they did 
not adhere to the principles they started with, it would be fatal. 
That was the letter of which so much misrepresentation was made. 
He heard no more that week. He went to the board on the Tuesday 
night afterwards. He was a few minutes late, and the board had 
contirmed the minutes of their last meeting. The minutes of the 
executive committee were then read. What were those minutes? 
Although the board had decided against altering the plans of Mr. 
Palmer, that committee had, during the week, resolved that those 
plans be abolished, that Mr. Palmer be discharged, and that persons 
should be advertised for to make gas on the old principle. As soon | 
as the minutes were read, some gentleman said, ‘There's some- | 
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thing before the meeting now.’’ He (Mr. Ironside) replied, ‘‘ Not 
“yet; no one has moved the confirmation of the minutes.” They 
were then moved and seconded. He then rose in the directory and 
said, ** Gentlemen, I can no longer sit at this board. Those minutes 
have made my hair stand straight on my head almost. (Laughter.) 
I will resign, and I trust that my resignation will be put upon the 
minutes before this resolution is discussed.” With that he left 
the room, and had not been at a meeting of the board since. A fatality 
had come on the board since they resolved to depart from the prin- 
ciple of pure gas. (Laughter.) Up to that time they were easy in 
| their financial position—very easy. Since then all the reverses had 
occurred. [A Voice: You got us into a scrape by not sticking to the 
|directory!] Well, his friend might have his notions about the re- 
sponsibilities of a directory, and he had his. He felt that his honour 
| and character were concerned, and he could not belong to a directory 
jthat had resolved to depart from the principles they had publicly 
javowed. (Cheers.) He said nothing even to his best friends when 
he resigned, but at the next general mceting he moved that a com- 
mittee of inquiry be appointed. The majority were against it, He 
| believed that decision to os fatal, and they saw the results to-day. He 
| was not one of those who acted as the chairman said some did, without 
| some consideration, He knew that, if that committee of inquiry was 
appointed, some of the directors would resign, and before moving for 
that committee he had communicated with two of the principal 
' creditors of the company, telling them that he believed the directors 
|had adopted a course which would be fatal to the interests of the 
company, and that he intended to move for a committee of inquiry. 
He then put it to them, in case the directors resigned and he found it 
‘necessary to take to the helm, whether he might depend upon them 
to co-operate with him in bringing the company out of its difficulties, 
| From both of those creditors he received the assurance that if he did 
| take to the helm they would assist him to the utmost of their power. 
(Loud laughter.) He then went to the meeting of shareholders and 
moved for a committee of inquiry. The shareholders did not agree to 
'it. He was sorry that they did not. He had now told them his 
‘reasons for leaving the directory. The company would never have 
| been in its present humiliating position if they had gone on as they 
originally intended. They had turned from it, and now the directors 
had come and recommended them to concur in the decision of the 
peeeeney committee. His right hand should have dropped off 
efore he would have recommended any such a course. With those 
‘ observations—they were brief: he could have said much more—he 
/ would move the amendment that he had read. 


| Mr. Broapsent eeconded the amendment. He did so upon very 
‘different grounds to those on which Mr. Ironside moved it. Mr, 
Ironside had made it a personal matter. [Mr. Inonsrpe: No, no!] 
| Clearly, if he had been at the head of affairs—(laughter)—if he had 
stood in front of the battle—if he had had the management of the 
company—there could have been no question but the company would 
have gone on and flourished. (‘‘ Hear, hear,” and laughter.) If this 
‘amendment were carried they would have to be prepared—as Mr. 
Ironside was prepared at a former meeting—to find themselves with- 
| out directors, and they would have to provide others. If he could 
have the assurance of Mr. Ironside that he was again ready to take the 
helm, he (Mr. Broadbent) should have greater confidence than he had. 
It would be still more satisfactory if Mr. Ironside would give an as- 
surance that he was not only prepared to take the helm of affairs, but 
'the chairmanship, the vice-chairmanship—(laughter)—the director- 
ship, andin fact the entire management into his own hands—(laughter); 
and, still better, if he would take upon himself the pecuniary responsi- 
bility with which the directors were now overwhelmed. (Continued 
laughter.) Mr. Ironside was like the Irishman who, when driving his 
pig to the market, professed to wish it to go in an opposite direction, 
|and by that means got it to the right destination, He (Mr. Broad- 
| bent) was afraid that there was no chance for this company unless 
| they were prepared to sink their property in wy the course which 
Mr. Ironside had that day recommended. (Hear, hear.) But it was 
a matter of principle, and therefore those who had shouted ‘No 
amalgamation’? must maintain their ground. (Gammon!) He 
had only a single share, and he was prepared to sink that—as all of 
them should be prepaied—if the amendment were carried. (No, no!) 
He had had some experience within the last ten days of the willing- 
ness of the public to supply the remainder of the money requisite to 
extricate the directors from their pecuniary difficulties. (Hear, hear.) 
It was the unanimous voice cf the town that they had carried on this 
humbug in gas as long as they possibly could, and the public would 
rather see the property in substantial hands—in the hands of Edwin 
Unwif—than they would see it in the hands of Mr, Isaac Ironside. 
(Loud cheering.) He regretted that those who came forward with 
clean hands and without any selfish aim to support the new company 
should have been so deceived as they had been—deceived probably 
| through circumstances which the directors could not control. But 
{there were circumstances which some of the directors might have 
‘controlled. There might havs been a practical common-sense view 
taken of this matter in October, 1852, when Mr. Vickers, the solicitor to 
| the company, recommended the directors to give notice of their inten- 
‘tion to apply for an act of Parliament. (Hear, hear.) That course 
| was resolved upon by a full directory; but the directors were so 
vacillating, so puerile, that they allowed Mr. Ironside at the following 
| meeting to rescind the resolution. (Hear, hear.) But for that the 
company would have been now in a far better position. (Hear, hear.) 
They had then sunk less capital, and had a far better chance of ob- 
taining an act of Parliament. 

Mr. Inonsipe: The statement is not true. 
the resolution was rescinded. 

The Cuairman said, the fact was that Mr. Ironside told the board 
that, if they did not rescind the resolution, he would throw up his 
interest in the company, and he was the largest shareholder. He 
gave them to ieee that he had power to swamp it, or nearly so. 
[Mr. Inonstpe: Now, now!] And some of the directors, who were 
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Conservative in politics, remarked that that was the man who advocated 
obedience to the opinion of the majority. (Laughter.) 

Mr. IRnonsipe: No such observation was made in my presence, J] 
said, ‘I shall be obliged to leave the board because I cannot concur 
in i:.”” But I thought that this was not to be a personal matter, 

Mr. Broaprent: I should be the last person in the world to mis. 
represent Mr. Ironside. 

Mr. Inonsipe: Ah—£5! I’ve 290 shares paid up, and you've one, 
That’s my answer to your nonsense. 

Mr. Broapsent remarked that the directors were thorough cowards 
in not carrying out their resolution. [Mr. Harvey: Hear, hear. ] 
Mr. Ironside’s explanation did not place the matter in any better 
light. He believed himself so perfect that he would not take the 
advice of the company’s solicitor nor anybody else: he preferred 
telling the directors that he would leave them, unless they did as he 
said. How could any company be carried on, if the,minority would 
not give way to the majority? (Hear, hear.) It was a misfortune 
that Mr. Ironside left the directory, because the moment that he did 
leave it he formed a party who had never since missed an opportunity 
of damaging the company. [Mr. Inonsrpe: It’s a palpable false- 
hood!] What was the important disclosure that Mr. Ironside had 
made to-day? Had they not heard it proclaimed over and over again 
that there was something behind the scenes to be exposed? (Hear, 
hear.) But-what was it that he had brought out? 

Mr, Ixonsipe: Why, nothing to you; you don’t understand prin- 
ciple. (Uproar.) 

The SHaAxeuoLner near the door again requested the chairman to 
confine the discussion to the real question. 











Mr, Broappenrt said, he did not interfere with Mr, Ironside. 

Mr. Inonsips: I thought it was not to be a personal discussion, 

Mr. Broaprent: You have made it personal. 

Mr. Inonsipe: Nay, I have not. You wanted the names, but I! 
would not give them to you. I understand you, Charles Edward! 

Mr, Broaprent: Keep your temper, Mr. Ironside, 

Mr. InonsipE: I understand you! 

Mr. Broapnent said that the misfortunes of this company had 
arisen from the division among the directors, and he laid that to the 
charge of Mr. Ironside. Instead of calling the shareholders together, 
and showing that the directors were wrong, he withheld information 
that might and would have kept them thoroughly united. (Hear, 
hear.) He might state, in conclusion, that, notwithstanding great 
exertions made in the canvass, they could not dispose of more than 
200 shares for the purpose of affording the directors pecuniary assist- 
ance. <A Voice: Then why put out those placards?] (Hear, hear.) 

Alderman Carr, at the call of the chairman, then came forward 
amidst vociferous applause, and, after stating that he had come to the 
meeting in consequence of a note from the chairman, he said that, 
from what had passed at this meeting, he thought that very little 
respect was paid to his report. If there had been, perhaps that second 
personal attack wou'd not have been made; at all events, it would 
not have found a seconder. No one could have read the report of the | 
meeting on the dth of Uctober without being shocked at the person- 
alities there carried on. All business had to give way to crimination 
and recrimination. He was then appointed to investigate the causes 
of that personal feeling, and he had since reported that there was no 
ground for all that cavil and clamour. He regretted that the chair- 
man should have made any remarks with respect to Mr. Bradley; he 
regretted that Mr. Ironside opened another personal attack; and he! 
was equally sorry that Mr. Broadbent could not see further than to 
carry personal feeling to such an extent as he had done. (Applause.) 
Let ail bygones be bygones. [The Cuatrman said, he had made no! 
personal attack on Mr, Bradley.] Alderman Carr read an extract! 
from his report to show that he found nothing flagrantly wrong in 
connection with the affairs of the company, and he then called back| 
the attention of the meeting to the question of amalgamation. What, 
he asked, were the real substantial reasons for refusing to amalga-| 
mate? There was only one such reason, and that was the price of| 
gas. [Mr. Inonsrpe: Hear.] He believed that it could be made for! 
3s. per 1000, but he would not object to pay 3s. 6d, Was it worth| 
their while, then, to lose their right hand sooner than submit to that?| 
for, sooner or later, they would have to submit to it. If they got an| 
act of Parliament, it was sure to be trammelled with something un-| 
pleasant. ‘The great question was, if they got an act at all, could they | 
get anything better than the terms offered under the amalgamation?) 
They had been told that they could carry on without an act of Par-| 
liament, but, after incurring great expense, they had discovered that} 
they could not. They might go on alone for some time, and be obliged | 
to amalgamate at last. The only obstacle to amalgamation that he| 
saw at present was the price of gas. Two years ago he (Alderman | 
Carr) suggested an amalgamation, on condition that gas should be) 
3s. 6d. per 1000. At that time there had not been much money spent. | 
Now, however, the capital of the old company would have to be in-| 
creased by the £60,000 of the new company, besides the vast sums’ 
that had been spent in law; therefore could gas be afforded now for 
less than 8s. 6d.? It might be afforded for that, but not for less, The) 
operation of the new company had, at any rate, reduced the price | 
from 4s. 7d. to 4s, per 1000, and it had effected the removal of some 
of the old company’s most objectionable powers, ‘Ihe obtaining 
power for the town council to elect.one-fourth of the gas directors, 
the provision for testing the quality of the gas, and the placing of the 
audit of the gas company’s accounts under the control of the town 
council, were well worth the money that the new company had spent. 
Mr. Harvey had requested him to state what took place in London 
That had been weil stated, however, by Mr. Vickers, [Mr. Bootu: 
We know enough—too much!] He considercd that the terms of 
amalgamation were a beneficial offer to this company; and, if the 
chairman and the solicitors had not offered great resistance at first, 
this company would have had much worse terms proposed to it. 

Mr, Joun Exxiott, who took an active part in the recent canvass, 
said that parties would have taken up shares to a great extent, if @ 
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guarantee could have been given them that there would be no amal- 
gamation. If that guarantee could be given, he believed that the full 
amount of capital could be raised. [Mr. Buanp: Never! 

Mr. Nerpuam said that he assisted in the canvass of Fargate and 
High-street, and they received promises to the tune of fifty-nine 


The public were perfectly indifferent; they gave no reasons one way 
r the other. 
r Mr. Harvey said that, though he greatly respected Alderman Carr, 
and thought that something more than a vote of thanks ought to be 
given to him, he did not pin his faith to all that he had to say. As 
to Mr. Palmer, the engineer, and his beautiful science, the Londoners 
thought so much of his apparatus for purifying gas that it was sold 
for old metal. [Mr. Braptey: At £4aton.] By rejecting his plans, 
ithe directors of this company saved a very large and useless expense. 
|The fact was, that the company was supplying pure gas at the present 
itime without Mr. Palmer's apparatus. However, it ill became them 
||to squabble about how they got into the pit. As sensible men, they 
; ought to see how they could get out of it. He denied that unanimity 
| prevailed at the board up to the time stated by Mr. Ironside. Turm 
ling, in the next place, to the question before the meeting, he avowed 
|himself in favour of amalgamation. (Applause.) He condemned the 
middle classes for refusing to take up the new company’s shares at £4 
each, and suggested that the names of all repudiators should be pub- 
lished. (Cheers.) Let the list begin with the letter A, and end with 
|Z. The letter R would be very large. Many who ranked as leading 
{lmen had not paid a shilling beyond their 6d. a share desposit ; and 
||they had slandered the company that they ought to have supported. 
\|He should have liked the mover of the amendment to show how the 
||company could get on without an amalgamation. He avowed his sym- 
|| pathy with those members of the board who, having paid down £500 
lin hard cash, would get only £50 if the amalgamation was not carried 
; out. At first they all thought they could carry un as an independent com- 
| pany: his honest conviction now was that they could not keep sepa- 
|\rate. He was wiser now, and his opinion was that, if they could stave 
{\off amalgamation till the next year, or the year after, it would come 
| then, Working men had it not in their power to uphold this com- 
‘pany, the shopocracy had not supported the company, and the higher 
‘\classes had no faith inthe board. They liked to mix with people of 
‘itheir own cloth. As one of the directors, he believed that the very 
'| wisest thing that this company could do was to amalgamate. (“ Hear,” 
land hisses.) He cared not for hisses or ridicule :—(cheers)—he was 
'there to take care of their finances. (Mr. Jou Exuiorr: And sacri- 
\|fice prineiple?] He begged to tell his friend (Mr. Elliott) that he 
i|had not got as many shillings in the concern as some of the directors 
jjhad pounds in it, The company 
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It was not a sacrifice of principle. 
‘had been driven into a corner, and the opponents of amalgamation 
‘|had not endeavoured to point the way out. (Hear.) If they would 
\lendeavour to show the way out, he was the man who would go with 
them, (Resign, and try them!) Ile had found that those who 
||depended on the public depended on a rotten stick. (Hear, hear.) 
| Could it be helieved that, in about 200 instances, parties who had in- 
'|\duced this company to lay service-pipes to their property would not 
|\now take its gas? So much for patriots. A neighbour of his, who at 
|' one time promised to take shares in this company, would eventually 
| neither take its shares nor its gas, nor even sign the memorial in its 
|, favour. ‘That was too much the practice of the shopocracy. As to 
i the offer of amalgamation made to this company, he thought it was 
| exceedingly liberal. All the shareholders would get back the value 
of their money. (No, no!’’ ‘Yes, yes!’’) He believed that the 
‘old company were very much dissatisfied with the bargain. He 
begged the shareholders not to be deceived. They could no more 
remain a separate company than they could grasp the moon, because 
the poor shareholders would gradually sell out, and the capitalists 
would buy, and amalgamation would be the certain result. If they 
refused to amalgamate, he would stick to them; but, it they did 80, 
upon his honour he did not see the least prospect of saving their 
roperty. 
. The Cuarrman asked Mr. Broadbent whether his seconding of the 
amendment was a mere burlesque, or whether he intended it to stand? 
Mr. Broapnent replied that he intended it to stand as a seconding. 
Mr, Brapitey hoped Mr. Broadbent would withdraw, and allow 
him to second the amendment. He was a large shareholder, and had 
'sold none of his shares, and he was ready to double his quantity at 
| the same price. 207 7 ‘ 
| Mr. Rensuaw twitted Mr. Ironside about his disclosure, remarking 
‘they had heard every word of it in the streets hundreds of times. 
|He contended that there was no alternative for this company but 
jamalgamation. If they did not take the present offer, they would 
‘soon have their property knocked down with the auctioneer’s 
/hammer—(laughter)—and the old company would buy up the 
|concern for a mere nothing. ’ 
| Mr. Wuirworrn, in reply to a remark of Mr. Bland respecting 
| himself, said he had confidence in the directory, and always had, 
| Mr. Branp: Those were your words. . 
| Mr. Joun Sonny T'aytor, one of the canvassers, agreed with Mr. 
| Harvey that the public had no sympathy forthem. He trusted that 
| the public would be made to feel the effects of their indifference most 
jacutely, They would know in a year or two whether it would have 
jbeen advantageous to support the new company or not. Under 
| present circumstances, he was favourable to amalgamation, 
| A SHarenoiper of the name of Winn, or Wing, said that, as they 
had nailed to the mast the colour ‘* No amalgamation,” it was their 
duty to stick to that colour whether they went down or rose up. 
|(Laughter and outcries.—A Vorce: ‘Show us the road out ") 
The speaker created considerable amusement by the taunting way in 
| which he quoted the lines— 
“« Or twenty thousand Sheffield men 


Shall know the reason why.” 
| He challenged the “ twenty thousand” to come forward and show 





shares. On one side of High-street they did not get a single promise. | 
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themselves, and demand “‘the reason why” there was to be an 
amalgamation. 

Mr. ScuoriE.p, after declaring that he was not one of those who 
had taken up shares and not paid on them, remarked that the fiat of 
the parliamentary committee had gone forth for amalgamation, and 
that this company could not resist it, After putting the cord réund’ 
the neck of the gas dragon, they had not been able to strangle him, | 
because Parliament had interfered to spare his life a little longer ;| 
and yet they had succeeded in paring his claws. He knew that the 
old company were not so sweet of the proposition that the committee 
of the House of Commons had made, but they had chosen the less of 
two evils. He condemned the large consumers of gas for declining to- 
come forward in support of this company, and took comfort from the | 
fact that they would have their reward in the advance in the price of 
gas to 4s. per 1000, which would fail the heaviest on those who 
consumed the largest quantities. | 

Mr. A. Bootu supported the amendment. He said he was convinced | 
from his personal experience that there were gentlemen who were 
ready to come forward and take shares, but who were waiting to learn) 
the decision of this meeting before they did so. (* Oh, oh,” and/| 
laughter.) If they amalgamated they would lose the support of those | 
persons. He urged that the directors had not been positively told by 
the parliamentary committee that they would not get their bill if they 
refused the offer to amalgamate. e old company had rejected | 
Alderman Carr’s proposal to amalgamate; and if this was stated to-| 
the parliamentary committee it would incline them in favour of the| 
new company. He contended, amidst some interruptions from the) 
meeting, that the financial circumstances of the company were not so 
bad that there were no means of retrieving them. ‘They never found | 
out that their difficulties were so great till they heard the charming | 
word ‘* amalgamation” whispered. He contended that the parlia- | 
mentary committee could not refuse to hear their case; and in the | 
the mean time their only course was to refuse to amalgamate. 

The Cuarrman said he was astonished to hear any man reason as | 
Mr. Booth had done. The last time that he was in Mr. Booth’s shop | 
that gentleman told him he had been informed by Mr. Ironside that | 
Mr. Samuel Roberts had- offered to lend them £10,000. Why, Mr..| 
Roberts was a proprietor in the old company, who had given in an | 
affidavit against this company. (Laughter.) He had been grieved by 
the opposition which he had seen to-day. He could tell some curious 
things if it were proper to reveal them; but he certainly did not} 
expect to hear from Mr. Whitworth—who took two shares and paid 
two cails, and was then twelve months without paying any more—| 
(laughter)—he did not expect this gentleman to say that he was under | 
a pledge to Mr. Ironside not to take up any of the £2 shares. He} 
certainly did not know that any persons were urder pledges not to| 
take shares. Amidst much interruption, cries of “ Question,”’ ‘* Put} 
it,” &c., the chairman urged the meeting to support the original | 
resolution. 

The Chairman was then proceeding to put the amendment when 
some person asked whether all who were present were shareholders, 
and another individual exclaimed that there were many present who 
were not. Another shareholder suggested that a ballot should be 
taken, upon which Mr. Vickers said the proper mode was to take a 
show of hands first, and then, if the other side was dissatisfied with 
the result, they could demand a poil or scrutiny of the votes. 

The Cuarrman said he hoped that all persons, who were not share- 
holders would leave the room before the voting took place; and he 
then proceeded to put the amendment, in favour of which about a 
dozen persons held up their hands, and the great mass of those present 
expressed in a similar manner their disapproval of it. This result 
was followed by loud and enthusiastic cheering. The original resolu- 
tion approving of amalgamation was then put and carried by a still 
larger majority, and was followed by another enthusiastic burst of 
applause, 

Mr. InonsrpE: I demand a scrutiny. (Loud cries of ‘* Oh, oh,” 
disappobation, and general confusion. ) 

Mr. Harvey: We are all aggrieved about amalgamation, and do not 
let us have any claptrap. Mr. Ironside is aggrieved. Do not waste 
our time. 

While Mr. Harvey was speaking the disorder existing in the room | 
had gradually increased till it had become a perfect Babel of confu- 
sion. The whole of the meeting stood up, and each person seemed | 
to vie with his neighbour in adding to the general tumult, The! 
business was discussed in loud tones and in varying keys by every- | 
body at once, nobody for a moment thinking of listening to what} 
anybody said. 

The CuarrMan at length managed to make audible the words—I | 
will put it to the meeting whether there shall be a scrutiny. j 

Mr. InonstpE: No, no. Any shareholder may demand a poll, and 
I demand it. | 

The Cuarrman : I suppose Mr. Ironside wants to know the names 
of those who voted for the amendment, 

Mr. InonsipE: No, I demand a scrutiny, 

Mr. Szare: I am surprised to hear one word from Mr. Ironside. 

Mr. Bootn: We will not hear you, Mr, Seale. 

Mr. Rensuaw (pointing to Mr. Booth): Isaac and his tools. 

Mr. Seare endeavoured for some moments to make himself heard 
amidst the confusion which prevailed, but, being unable to do so, he 
at length gave up the attempt as a o~ one, and sat down. 

Taking advantage of a lull in the clamour, Mr. Vickers said, that 
any five persons who held fifty shares might demand a poll. If they 
wanted to know who were the gentlemen that voted for the amend- 
ment with Mr. Ironside, they might easily ascertain it by their going 
into one part of the room; otherwise they might be kept here for 
some hours. 

A Proprietor: They can go into that box (pointing to the witness 
box), ‘This sally was followed by a roar of laughter. 


The Cuarrman said he was sorry Mr. Ironside persisted in his 
demand, because it would be a great public inconvenience, 
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A Vorcz: Give him some £2 shares and he’ll be all right. 
(Applause. ) 
The uproar and confusion still continued; but in the mean time a 
dramatic little episode was being transacted around Mr. Ironside, 
That gentleman, surrounded by a party of his friends who entreated 
him to give way to the public feeling and withdraw his demand for a 
scrutiny, strongly reminded one of the memorable scene in classic 
history in which Coriolanus is described as being met by a deputa- 
tion of the weeping matrons of Rome for the purpose of imploring 
him to spare the devoted city of his nativity; and the resemblance 
was rendered still more striking by the sequel of the proceedings, for 
Mr. Ironside, like the magnanimous hero of ancient Rome, was un- 
able to resist the entreaties of his friends, and melted into a gloomy 
and ungenial compliance with their wishes. 

At the end of the conference between Mr. Ironside and his friends, 
Mr, Brapiey came forward and said he should have had great 
pleasure in secondixg the amendment ; and he hoped that, considering 
the strong public feeling, Mr. Ironside would not persist in demanding 
a scrutiny. 

Mr. Inonspz said he had been determined that the public should 
know who were the persons that voted for the amalgamation. Mr. 
Harvey had said that he was aggrieved, but he denied it. [Mr. 
Harvey: So you are.] Mr, Whitworth’s statement that he was un- 
der a pledge to him (Mr. Ironside) not to take up any £2 shares was 
quite a mistake ; he was under a pledge with the other requisitionists 
not to take them. (‘* Don’t give us a speech, Isaac.”) On the 
rey urged by Mr. Bradley, that it was contrary to the public 

eeling, and on that ground alone, he would withdraw his demand for 
a scrutiny. 

Mr. Rensuaw: It is dying a cowardly death at last. 

Mr. Wuitwortn proposed that the board of directors should be 
filled up, 

After some remarks from Mr. Rensuaw, who ironically informed 
Mr. Whitworth that he would make an excellent member for St. 
Peter’s next November, and that he had better go and ask “Ike” 
what he was to do next, 

Mr. R. Etxiorr proposed the following resolution :— 

“ That this meeting, feeling conscious of the very arduous duties which 
the directors have performed, and the great sacrifice of time which they 
have made in promoting the interests of the company, deem it only right 
and equitable that some compensation should be made to them for their 
valuable and disinterested services, and beg them to accept of £500 as 
some acknowledgment of the high value which it sets upon their services.” 
Mr. Brann seconded the motion. 

Mr. Sreex asked how this matter had originated. 

Mr. R. Exxiorr said it had originated with himself. 

Mr. Inonsrpe : I thought we had no money. 

A Proprietor: Old gas will have to pay for it—never mind. 

Mr. R, Extiorr said he had long thought that the directors had 
sacrificed a great deal for the good of the company, and that they 
ought to have some compensation. 

r. J. Evziorr: They have put £600 and £400 in their pockets by 
the amalgamation. 

Mr. R. Extiorr urged the claims of the directors, and said that the 
voting of this money was a small matter. It would not affect any 
individual shareholder, and would rot cost any man a penny. They 
had a paid secretary, and why should not the directors receive some 
remuneration for their trouble? The directors were now under heavy 
responsibilities at the bank for a large sum of money ; and they had 
undergone this responsibility at a time when the company would have 
suffered much if they had not consented to do so. 

Mr. Rensuaw said he would endorse every word that had been said 
by Mr. R, Elliott. He believed the directors had conducted the affairs 
of the company in a zealous and honest manner. 

Mr. Braptey : I hope the directors will rise in a body and say that 
they will not be insulted by such an offer. 

Mr. Harvey said this matter had been mentioned to him; and he 
believed the general feeling of the board of directors was that the 
/ chairman had brought his money, his time, and the best ability he 
| could, to bear on the affairs of the company. If anything was given 
it would not be for the directors; the idea of the board was, that if 
| anything was done it should be for the chairman. 

| r, Vickers bore testimony to the zeal of the directors, and more 
especially to the laborious efforts and the anxiety manifested by the 
chairman in behalf of the company. 

| Mr. Bean said that, if the business had been brought to a successful 
issue, they might have been in a position to a vote a sum of money to 
the directors ; but he thought that, under existing circumstances, it 
would hardly be right. [Mr. Inonstpz: Hear, hear.] ‘he directors 
had made a profit out of the £2 shares, and they ought to be satisfied 
with that remuneration. Besides, some of the directors who had 
done the most work had gone off the board. The old company were 
voting away their reserve fund in the shape of dividend. It was 
too bad, if they could not get a dividend out of their profits, to take a 
sum for dividend from the reserve fund. 

The CuarrMan said it was exceedingly painful to him to be a party 
to a discussion of this sort; but he would not be so squeamish as not 
to state the real circumstances. When he joined the company he 
was not one of the promoters of it. When he undertook the office of 
chairman, he was told that the directors would not attend unless 
some person was chairman who would manage matters better. The 
affairs were then fast verging on destruction; and he had been fre- 
quently told by the directors that they could not have gone on with- 
out his services, When he had stated to the board that his time was 
almost exclusively given to the affairs of the company, and that he 
could not continue to give his services to that extent, he was told that 
if he would only go on with the duties, £1000 would not be thought 
too much to give him when matters were brought to a termination. 





would all-be settled in a proper manner at last. On that understand. || 
ing he consented to go on, and the matter should be put in that shape. || 
Look at the old company paying away dividends out of the reserve | 
fund, A sum like this wou'd not affect them in a serious manner, || 
He considered that he had performed duties which no one else would, 
and fur which he was promised to be remunerated. | 
Mr. Scnorretp spoke against the motion. Here they were, a com- 
pany defunct for want of funds, and what would be thought of them || 
if they voted away £500 under such circumstances? ‘There were | 
many parties now present besides the directors who had givena great, 
deal of time to the discharge of public business without remuneration, | 
This motion had had to go a-begging for a seconder, and he thoughtit || 
was one of those things that should be referred to Mr. Jackson, the 
referee for all matters in dispute. What would the old company say 
if the motion were carried ? j 
Mr. Bearpsuaw said that as one of the directors he must oppose 
the motion. : - ; 
Mr. Scuortetp added that the directors had taken up a fair portion 
of the £2 shares, which were valuable as remuneration. 
Mr. Wuitworts asked the chairman how many £2 shares he had || 
2 ! 
"hee, sahavae topiet that the shareholders would vote the money 
freely, or not at all. If they thought the chairman was worthy of ir, 
let them grant it: not otherwise. : iii 
The Cuateman : As it is made a personal question I will withdraw 
any part that I have had in it. I was not aware that it was to tuke | 
this course. 
Mr. Beat moved the following amendment : — ‘eae “ua | 
% 200 be placed at the disposal of the directors for the | 
yuicpene 0f platinn a the dtopecel of the chairman and Alderman Carr,” | 
(Cheers.) In the circumstances of the company, £100 each would be | 
andsome gratuity. 
: Me sect understanding that the £200 was to be equally | 
divided between the two gentlemen named, seconded the motion, | 
Mr. R. Extiorr remarked, that if the chairman was entitled to any- 
thing, he ought to have more than £100. There was a deal to be done| 
yet in behalf of the new company, and it was important to secure a| 
Continuance of the chairman’s services. To them, as a company, | 
a mere bagatelle. 
ee said ZS was sure that Alderman Carr would accept no } 
money. The only way in which he would receive anything would be | 
in the shape of a presentation of plate. i 
A SHAREHOLDER: If you begin portioning off these gentlemen there 
will be a fine lot of them. aed | 
Mr. Brat, after remarking that this gift would not preclude a volun- |) 
tary subscription, proceeded to put the question to the vote; and, || 
Mr. Elliott having consented to withdraw the original motion, the), 
amendment was put as the substantive proposition. It was put to| 
the meeting thus modified :-— | 
“ That the sum of £200 be placed at the disposal of the directors for the) 
purpose of presenting it to the chaiimin and Alderman Carr in such a way | 
as they may think best.” , } 
It was carried with only three or four dissentients. aa ! 
A vote of thanks was then given to the chairman for presiding, and | 
the meeting broke up, having lasted above four hours, 











THE GAS AMALGAMATION PROCEEDINGS IN LONDON. _ | 
The representatives of the two gas companies have been busily en-| 
gaged in London all the past week, arranging the terms of the deed | 
pledging the companies to apply for an act of amalgamation in the || 
ensuing session of Parliament. The parliamentary committee to whom i 
the new gas company’s bill was referred met by adjournment on | 
Thursday last ; but the terms had not been entirely settled, and on a 
representation of this fact being made to the committee, they agreed I 
to a further adjournment till Monday next. We understand that on | 
Thursday the negotiations were concluded, except as to one point. 
The represertatives of the new company make it a condition, to which 
they attach great weight, that their solicitors (Mr. Vickers and Mr. | 
Branson) shall act, jointly with Mr. Wake, the law clerk to the old 
company, in conducting the bill of amalgamation through Parliament | 
in the next session. This requirement is firmly resisted by the old 
company. Mr. Edwin Unwin, their managing director, came down | 
to Sheffield on Thursday evening, and was present at a meeting of the | 
directors and committee of that company. On Friday the result of | 
that meeting, we understand, was a determination not on any — 
to yield the point in dispute, but rather to accept the alternative of | 
allowing the new company to proceed with their bill now before Par- | 
liament, and take their chance of throwing it out upon the merits. | 
We cannot suppose, however, that the negotiations, now nearly per- | 
fected, will break off upon this point.—Sheffield Times. 


Srocxnotm,—The King of Sweden has conferred the decoration of 
his order on M. Daunré, who has recently constructed the gas works 
in the Swedish capital with great credit and success, -_ 
Nice.—This delightful town was lighted with gas for the first time || 
on the 26th ult. The works have been constructed by the ‘ Com- | 
pagnie Centrale’’ of Paris, of which M. C. Lebon is gerant. | 
Rio pr Janzrro.—We learn that a portion of the capital of be 
Brazils has been recently lighted with gas, to the evident delight o 

its inhabitants, who thronged the streets until midnight. The | 
Emperor himself walked leisurely up one of the principal streets 








. . . . . $ ht 
expressing his admiration. Many Europeans accustomed to gaslig 
ana auth with the peculiar brilliancy of the gas. ‘The ghtgeed 


by White’s hydro-carbon process from Boghead cannel, : 
works have been carried out by Mr. Bragge, late engineer 0 ed 
Chester and Birkenhead Railway. It is creditable to him, that works 
capable of supplying gas to a population of 300,000 should have 
been executed under difficulties, which we cannot fully estimate in 





(Cries of “Oh, oh!" “Shame!” and laughter.) It was the directors 
who had assured him of this, and who said that if he would go on it 








this country, without an accident to life, or a material flaw in the | 
works, i 
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